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Che Boliciters’ Yournsl, 


LONDON, JANUARY 25, 1862. 
a 
Tus case of Gresley v. Mousley, which has 








uently 


been before the Court of ny and was a few days 
0) 


0 the subject of appeal to the 


; estate from the late Sir 
Hall, Derbyshire, by 


rds Justices, is one 
rey prot interest to solicitors. The question in- 
in the suit was the validity of a purchase of an 
r Gresley, of Drakelow 
his solicitor ‘and confidential 


| adviser, the late Mr. W. E. Mousley. Every prac- 
tisk n 


| titioner, of course, knows that great 
attends any such transaction; but few will be 
Bg rules which have been laid down in 


is case. 
the parties had long since deceased when the bill 


"was filed; the purchase impeached had been made 


and the evidence 
an to show that Mr. 
us b The 


more than twenty years; 
to have gone no further th 
ousley had made an advan 


; peter of the Court in such cases shifts the burthen 
u 
and here t 


time would not considerably ever! Ferg 
_ the Court in this respect. It was 

| solicitor who deals with his client is not only bound 
_ to do so with openness and fairness, 
| eating to him all the knowledge as to value which he 


nm the solicitor or those claiming under him, 
question was whether so great a lapse 2 


Id, however,* that 
and after communi- 


red as his client's t, but also to preserve suffi- 


1 cient evidence that he had done so. The Vice-Chancellor 


when delivering judgment in the original case, 


| forcibly observed that “if'a solicitor will deal with 


| his client and make a 
_ veyance by a deed, an 


urchase, and take a con- 
take the title deeds re- 


| lating to the property, the most valuable evidence 


| tices. As tot 


- of title that 


e can have is that which shows 
that he had bought the pro under circumstances 
which could give him a good title to retain it.” The 
transaction, therefore was decreed to be set aside by the 
Vice-Chancellor, and also on appeal by the Lords Jus- 

he purchase-money, however, the ap- 
late judges differed from Sir John Stuart. His 
onour considered that the vendor was bound by the 


receipt endorsed on the deed, but the Lords Jystices 


directed an inquiry to be made, whether the purchase- 


| money, or any part of it, had been paid or satisfied. 
7 The result of this inquiry was, that no further evidence, 


} battalions; and we 
| Ment of ‘ the cheap defence of nations’ exists through- 


q 2 the endorsed receipt itself, had been produced ; 
| the Court of Appeal last week. Their lordships were 
| of opinion that it was the duty of the solicitor 
to have preserved evidence of Pp 
the deed itself, and the receipt indorsed upon it. This 


the question thus raised was decided in 


yment other than 
decision takes place, as we have already mentioned 


' more than twenty years after the purchase im 
and after the death of both the persons who were 


led as bei 


ies to it, and is, therefore, to be re 
necessity 


ie strongest caution to solicitors of 


| Preserving permanently such evidence as will be suffi- 
‘cient at any future time to support 

‘this kind—always bearing in mind that the burthen of 
9 ya will lie upon them or their representatives here- 


a transaction of 


Tux Standard of yesterday, in a leading article on 


| the Volunteer movement, says, “that the ‘Inns of 
Court’ have contributed, undeniably, the most efficient 


of the Army of Volunteer Riflemen. Their 


_ pumbers exhibit no falling off, the men are still, in 


and appearance, the élite of the London 
uestion if so solvent an embodi- 


® See 6 W. R., 607. 








out the country, as this ‘the pride of Middlesex.’ The 
secret of their successful and ' 
rative health, is owing, as all who know the 
Volunteer force will allow, to two causes—one, thé 
thorough efficiency of their drill and instruction as 
riflemen — t are a a 
officer from the Rifle B of t service 
or more; the other, the ability and each volun- 
to afford the expenses of his outfit and 
er its length of term. Moreover; 
the contributions from the honorary members 
greatly in advance of the regimental expenses.” 


Mr. by that 
formerly the active eal zealous 


attorneys-at-law, be and the same are h 
aminers for the present year fo examine all 
shall desire to be admitted attorneys of all or 


being one of the said masters) shall be com 

the said examination, in pursuance of and subject to the 
visions of the rule of all the courts made in this 
Hilary Term, 1853. 


Tre Council of Legal Education have awarded to 
Herbert Hardy Cozens-Hardy, Esq., student of Lin- 
coln's Inn, a studentship of filty guineas per annum, to 
continue for a period of three years; to John Forbes, 
Esq., student of Lineoln’s Ina, George Phillippo, Esq., 
student of the Inner Temple, aud Arthur Wi 
student of the Inner Temple, certificates of honour 
the first class; and to Jason Smith, Esq., student of 
Lincoln's Inn; William Holding, Esq., student of Li 
coln’s Inn, Thomas Green, Esq., student of Gray's Inn, 
Edward Alfred Hadley, Esq., student of Lincoln’s 
Matthew Henry rears ., student of the 
Temple, Charles Edward piers student of the 
fg, a age He or og am ent of the Inner 

ohn Ki student of . Lincoln’ 
ward ‘Thomas Smith, ., Student of Lincola's 
and Thomas Hudson Jordan, Esq. student of 
Inn, certificates that they have satisfactorily 
public examination. 

Me. M. A. G. Suawe, civil and 
Parneah, has been appointed civil and 
Sylhet. Mr. H.C. civil 
Sylhet, has been srponiet civil 
Rungpore. Mr. F. Tucker, civil ds 
a has been appointed civil and sessions 
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Tue Quszen has been 
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WHAT IS A LUNACY INQUIRY ? 


A learned correspondent, “F. S. R.,” last week 
called our attention to the nature of the present pro- 
ceeding in the Windham case. “ The inquiry before the 

j udge and jury,” he says, “is a Crown prerogative pro- 
ing, not a litigation between parties ;"’ and from this 
he appears to deduce the conclusion that it is incom- 
petent to the alleged lunatic to raise any objection as to 
the number of jurors empannelled to try the question of 
his insanity or to insist upon his right to their unanimous 
verdict. It is certainly very important in consider- 
ing any such question to consider what is the nature 
and foundation of the entire proceeding; and it is 
curious to observe the confusion which has arisen in the 
public press from inattention to this consideration. The 
Times, ina recent leading article, says, “ that this is not 
a trial or anything like a trial. It is a simple inquiry 
as to a public fact.” Other journals have, naturally 
enough, concluded that to all intents and purposes the 
roceedings before Master Warren are not only litigious, 
But that they are so in the very highest degree, and in- 
volve results of greater pecuniary than personal interest. 
Some of our public journalists have very much doubted 
whether such an inquiry is not utterly unsuited to the 
tribunal to which it is subjected, while others have 
been rather lavish in their praise of the aptitude of the 
Forum and of the judge for such a case. The Standard, 
in a leading article of Thursday last, has no fear of any 
miscarriage, except so far as “ the delicacy and sensitive- 
ness which must inhere in a nature so essentially 
poetic as Mr. Warren may mislead him!” But what 
the particular duty of Mr. Warren is—what are the 
grounds and theory of his jurisdiction—what the rights 
and what the liabilities and position generally of Mr. 
Windham are—and how the petitioners are to be 
judicially regarded—are points about which, not only the 
ublic, but the legal profession, are very much at sea. 
it is important, therefore, to obtain an accurate view of 
the entire subject. 

In the first place, we ought to know whether, as 
“F. S. R.” suggests, the inquiry before Master Warren 
is merely a Crown prerogative proceeding, or whether 
it is in any sense a litigation between parties. From 
such investigations as we have made upon this 
topic, we have come to the conclusion that whatever an 
inquisition in lunacy may have been originally, it now 
partakes, to most intents and purposes, of the charac- 
teristics of an ordinary litigated suit. At common law, 
no doubt the king was entitled to have ward of the 
lands of natural fools or idiots a nativitate; and the 
statute 17 Ed. 11, 39, declaring the fiscal prerogative of 
the king in this respect, is considered to have been only 
in affirmance of the rule of common law. The king, 
thus having a right to take the profits of the land of 
such persons, without waste or destruction, during their 
lives, it was the duty of the king’s officers—his sheriff, 
coroner, and those who were bound by virtue of their 
office to make inquiry concerning any matter which 
gave the king a title to the possession of lands—to hold 
an inquisition where idiotcy was alleged against any 
person within their jurisdiction ; and sometimes special 
commissioners were appointed for this purpose. 
In the course of time, as might have been expected, at- 
tempts were made to prevent the injustice which was 
not unlikely to result from these commissions, and with 
this view a number of statutes were passed for the pro- 
tection of those who were the subjects of inquisition. In 
the reign of Henry VIII. it was enacted (1 Hen. 8, 
ce. 9), that no escheator should return any inquisition 
not found by the oaths of twelve men, and it seems to 
have been long previously settled that where a person 
was a lunatic but not an idiot—that is, where he had 
sometimes lucid intervals—the Crown took no profits 
under the statute de preerogativa Regis. Indeed the 

ing as to idiots was regarded.rather as a 


regium munus than as a prerogative of the Crown, 





At all events our law has always drawn a wide distine- 
tion agra the status of an idiot a regpg doed a 
rson: who is non compos mentis, or who is ju b 
the Court of Gheauets be incapable of condeatite 
his own affairs. The law presumes that one who was 
born imbecile—who had no understanding from his 
nativity—is never likely to attain any. He never, 
therefore, could be supposed to be capable of taking 
care of himself or his affairs. But it is assumed that 
whoever once had reason or understanding may have 
it restored again. In the former class of cases, 
therefore, the Crown was considered to-have the same 
interest as it had in a ward ; but in the latter the Crown 
was considered merely as a trustee to protect the pro- 

tty of the lunatic—with the liability to account to 
im in case of his. recovery. This distinction has not 
been without a practical bearing upon the conduct of all 
such cases; and gradually the old common law writ of 
de idioté inquirendo became obsolete. According to the 

resent practice no such distinction is observ The 
emg as, in fact, no other interest in such a pro- 
ceeding than to discharge the duty which the sove- 
reign owes to all those who, by want of reason and 
understanding, are incapable of taking care of them- 
selves. The Lord Chancellor, who has authority from 
the Crown in this respect, and to whom the care of 
lunatics is entrusted, can in no way be considered as an 
escheator under the old common law. The Soverei 
or the State has no interest in the result of any commis- 
sion of in uiry, except that which it has in the 
general well-being of the community, and of the indi- 
viduals who compose it. Asa matter of fact, such com- 
missions are not issued except where the alleged lunatic 
is possessed of property sufficient to raise the hopes or 
fears of his relatives. ‘The entire proceeding, moreover, 
is not only suggested by the ordinary motive of litiga- 
tion, but is frequently conducted in a very litigious 
welt and with the most manifest regard to pecuniary 
results. 

It seems to us, therefore, an anomaly to any 
such case as that now pending before Master Warren in 
the light of a prerogative Crown proceeding. The Crown 
has got little more to do with it, and no more interest 
in its result, than it has in any civil or criminal trial, 
where, of course, it is always for the public interest that 
there should be a righteous decision. Any analogy, 
therefore, which is drawn from obsolete law, or an 
practice which has no other authority than that whic 
arose under such a different state of circumstances, ought 
to be adopted with caution. As the law stands at present, 
and as it has stood, not only since the reign of Henry 
VIIL., but long before it, an inguisition cannot be re- 
turned unless it be found by the oaths of twelve men; and 
our correspondent “F. S. R.” says that “the practice 
has always been to swear a jury of between twelve and 
twenty-four on commissions in lunacy.” He refers, 
however, only to one case (which occurred in 1800) 
in support of this statement. ‘There is no question, 
indeed, that such has been the practice for a consider- 
able period, but there is certainly room for doubt that 
this has always been the practice. ‘There is certainly 
good authority for the proposition that for an 
inquiry under the old common law writ the case 
“must have been tried by a jury of twelve men.”* 
But we are desirous not so much to enter upon 
any investigation of ancient precedents as to dis- 
cover whether there are any reasons for the 
existing practice. We admit, that if practically, it were 
a merely preliminary or ez parte inquiry instituted for 
public purposes, there would probably be the same 
reason for not requiring a unanimous verdict, as there is 
in the case of bills of indictment before the grand jury, 
and in proceedings before coroners. But it cannot be 
denied that the analogy supplied by such instances is 





eB 208, cited in 1 Tom. “Law Dic. Tit. Idiots and Lunatics, 
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very imperfect. Although in point of theory the ver- 
dict of a jury in a lunacy inquiry is not conclusive, it is 
practically so as much as any verdict at Nisi Prius, or 
upon an issue directed by Chancery. There may no 
doubt be an attempt to traverse an inquisition, or perhaps 
the Lord Chancellor may quash it, just as in courts of 
common law, a verdict may be rendered worthless by 
some miscarriage, or a new trial may be granted upon 
good reason being shown. But this circumstance docs 
not make us magne the first trial as being a preliminary 
proceeding, and as not being intended to be conclusive. 
Lhe verdict of the jury in lunacy ought fairly to be 
considered as conclusive as the verdict of a jury in any 
case tried at Westminster Hall; and that it is so treated 
by all the parties really interested is obvious enough on 
many occasions. ‘This being the ‘case is there not 
some injustice in leaving the chances of the al- 
ae lunatic so much at the mercy of an ac- 

mt as they now are. It is required by the 
Lunacy tion Act “that every inquisition upon 
the oath of a jury be found by the oaths of twelve 
men at the least.” Assuming that the person whose 
state of mind is the subject of inquiry has any interest 
in escaping from a verdict it is manifest that his chances 
lessen in proportion to the increased number of the jury. 
It is much more probable that twelve men out of 
twenty-three would find Mr. Windham a lunatic than 
that twelve out of thirteen would do so. It seems just, 
therefore, that a jury of a greater number of persons 
than those who are absolutely required should not be 
empannelled to try the case; nor does there appear to 
be any reason why the entire procedure adopted on the 
trial should not be the same as that of the common law 
courts. 


iaiisiite 
—> 


The Courts, 


THE WINDHAM LUNACY INQUIRY. 
Shortly after the Sitting of the Court on the 17th instant.— 
Sir H. Cairns addressing the Master said that, before the 
business of the day commenced, lie wished to enter a protest 
against the decision of the Master to examine Mr. Windham 





.in private, He based his protest upon two grounds—first, the 


ground of expediency; and secondly, the ground of jurisdic- 
tion. Certain statements to the effect that the conversation of 
Mr. Windham was childish and inconsequential, and that his 
manners were not consistent with soundness of mind, had been 
made in open court, and Mr. Windham desired that he should 
be permitted to rebut those statements, so far as they could be 
rebutted in the course of an examination, in the face of the 
public, On the question of the jurisdiction a most important 
rule was laid down by Lord Eldon in the Portsmouth case. 
When excluding the public from the examination in that case, 
Lord Eldon was reported by Sir George Cowper to have said 
that the act was the act of the parties, and not the act of the 
judge. Moreover, it was well known that the Divorce Court, 
in which extremely painful disclosures were frequently made, 
had not the power of sitting in private, and that a year or two 
ago Parliament actually refused, when an application was made 
to it for the purpose, to grant such a power to that tribunal. 
He was aware that alleged lunatics had sometimes been exam- 
ined in private, but those private examinations had taken 
place only with the implied or expressed consent of the par- 
ties, or when an examination in open court was physically 
impossible. Of course, at whatever time or place the Master 
might appoint for the examination of Mr. Windham, that 


. gentleman, as in duty bound, would attend, with his advisers. 
-If the public should then be excluded, Mr. Windham must 


bow to the decision of the Court, but it would-be unaerstood 
that he did so, under protest. 

Mr. Field stated that the advisers of the petitioners were 
quite content to leave the matter in the hands of the Master. 

The Master said he had heard nothing from Sir H. Cairns 
which could induce him to alter the determination at which he 
had already arrived, for he had no hesitation in stating that 
if he were to accede to the proposal uow made on behalf of 
Mr. Windham fora public examination, of a kind very different 
from any which took place in the Divorce Court—an examina- 
tion necessarily involving topics of an extremely painful and 





indelicate nature—it would simply have the effect of render- 
ing him incapable of discharging his duties judicially, and in 
point of fact there would bz no examination at all, but a mere 
ubortive and unseemly exhibition. Of course, counsel would 
be present at the examination of Mr. Windham, and there 
would also be a short-hand writer for the protection of all 
parties; but he thought that the jnry and himself might law- 
fully have a second interview with the alleged lunatic alone , 
though he trusted there would be no necessity for it. 





COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lorps Justices.) 


Tue Law or Soxicrror AND CLIENT—PURCHASE BY 
SoLIcIToR. 

Jan. 17.—Gresley v. Mousley.—This appeal from a deei- 
sion of Vice-Chancellor Stuart was argued before their lord- 
ships in November last, judgment being then reserved. The, 
bill was filed by Sir Thomas Gresley, the son of the late Sir 
Nigal Gresley, who was the cousin and successor in the baronetey 
of Sir Roger Gresley, of Drakelow Hall, Derbyshire, for the pur- 

of setting aside a sale of estates late the property of Sir 

oger to Mr William Eaton Mousley, the solicitor, and for + 
many years the confidential adviser of Sir Roger. It appeared 
that Sir Roger had been in embarrassed circumstances for 
many years, and on the 18th of Feb , 1837, executed the 
deeds sought to be impeached by the bill, and thereby, in con- 
sideration of £6,940 paid by William Eaton Mousley, Sir 
Roger conveyed the estate in question to him in fee simple. 
There was no evidence beyond the receipt endorsed on the deed 
that the purchase-money had been ae or satisfied, but Mr. 
Mousley entered into possession of the estate, and so con- 
tinued up to the time of his death, in January, 1853, Sir 
Roger died in October, 1837, having by his will, dated in the 
previous month of May, devised his real estates to trustees u 
trust for his wife, now Lady Sophia Des Veux, for life for her 
separate use, with remainders over. The grounds on which the 
plaintiff sought to set aside the sale were the existence of 
the confidential relation of solicitor and client hetween the 
parties, the embarrassed state of the circumstances of Sir Roger, 
and the inadequacy of the price given for the estate, . On 
behalf of the defendants lapse of time was relied upon, and the 
difficulty of obteining roger evidence “s the facts. by 
reason of the deaths of the principal parties to the transaction, 
and of one of the attesting witnesses to the deed of conveyance, 
and it was contended that the increase in value of the property 
since me transaction was ryan to the making of 4 rail- 
way, and therefore that although the price given appeared now 
small, it was the full value at the time of the sale. The Vise. 
Chancellor, when the case was before him, ordered that the sale 
should be set aside, but held the vendor bound by the receipt 
on the deed for the £6,940, and refused an inquiry upon that 
point. The case was then brought by appeal before this Court 
and their lordships, after confirming so much of the decree as 
set aside the sale, directed an inquiry to be made ‘whether 
the purchase money or any part of it had been satisfied. The 
Chief clerk of the Vice-Chancellor certified that, except as 
appearel by the receipt endorsed on the deed, there was no 
evidence of the payment of the sum of £6,940, or any part 
thereof, by Mr. Mousley.. The Vice-Chancellor, on further con- 
sideration, thought that as there was no evidence of the non-pay- 
ment of the money, mere suspicion would not suffice to rebut 
the presumption of payment which arose from Sir Roger 
Gresley’s execution of the deed, and his signing the receipt, * 
and his Honour declared that the defendants were entitled to 
credit for the amount. From this decision the present 
was brought, the plaintiff insisting that in the absence of any 
further evidence of payment, the £6,940 ought to be considered 
as never having been paid, and no credit ought to be given for 
the same. 

Mr. Malins, and Mr. G, L. Russell were for the saetean 
and Mr. Amphlett, Mr, C. Hall, Mr Bacon, and Mr. Osborne 
for the other parties. 

Their Lordships thought that it was the duty of the solicitor 
to have preserved evidence of the payment of the money, the 
receipt endorsed on the deed not being sufficient for that pur- 
pose, considering the relationship in which the parties stood. 
Had such payment really been made time could not have 
destroyed the evidence thereof. ‘Lhe decision of the Vice- 
Chancellor would therefore be reversed, so far as the defendant 
was declared entitled to credit for the money in question, and a 
declaration would be made to that effect. der laa 
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COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Cocknurn, 
Justices Crompton, BLACKBURN, and MELLOR,) 

Jan. 20.—Ez parte The Rev. Mr. Meara-—The Rev. Mr. 
Meara appeared in person and moved for a rule nisi, calling 
upon Mr. Bowen May, a solicitor, to show cause why a judg- 
ment entered upon a warrant of attorney, given by the appli- 
cant on the 31st of October, 1859, should not be set aside. 
He moved on two grounds, first, that the warrant of attorney 
was obtained from him by trickery and fraud, his attorney 
being in collusion with Mr. Bowen May; and secondly, that 
at the time of the execution of the warrant of attorney a 
letter was written by Mr. Bowen May, and given to applicant's 
attorney, which he had been advised constituted a valid defea- 
sance to the warrant of attorney, and that judgment had been 
wrongfully entered up in contravention of such defeasance. 
The applicant then read portions of a coi dence that had 

between him, Mr. Bubb, and Mr. Cheshire, solicitors, of 

eltenham, and Mr. Bowen May, relative to his giving up a 
correspondence that had passed between him and Maria Evans, 
wife of the Rev. Mr. Evans, of Cheltenham, the letters having 
been written to him by Mrs, Evans, The warrant of attorney 
had reference to the sum of £300, advanced at 4 per cent in- 
terest, and was in connection with the delivering up of the 
letters. The defeasance relied on was a letter written by Mr. 
Bowen May to the icant, which stated that so long as he 
refrained from annoying any of his (Mr. Bowen May's) friends, 
the Evanses, of Cheltenham, the warrant of attorney would 
not be enforced. Contrary to that statement Mr. Bowen May 
had signed judgment against him. 

Mr. Justice BLackBurN.—Was the £300 advanced ? 

The Rev. Mr. Meara.—Yes. 

The Lorp Cuier Justice.—Have you done anything to 
annoy the parties? 

The Rev. Mr. Meara.—No; I do not know that Ihave. It 
is for the other side to show that. 

Mr. Justice Crompron.—No, it is not. It is for you to 

it- 

The Lorp Cuter Justice.—Do you state in your affidavit 
that a have kept yourself within the terms of the defea- 
sance 

The Rev. Mr. Meara.—I do not. ‘There was an action 
brought by me against Mr. Cheshire, of Cheltenham, the at- 
tortiey whom I charge with acting in collusion with Mr. Bowen 


The Lorp Cuier Justice said that the affidavit was in 
emerepen, defective, and the application could not be 


Application refused. 





(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Cocksurn, and 
Justices WiGHTMAN, CRomPTON, and MELLOR.) 

Jan. 21.—The Court was occupied the whole day with cases 
in the special paper, of interest only to the parties concerned, 

At the rising of the Court, 

Mr. Cox, M.P., for Finsbury, applied in person to strike his 
name off the roll of attorneys. He moved on the usual affi- 
davit, and added that he had ceased to practice as an attorney 
since 1858. 

We understand that Mr. Cox is about to enter himself 
as a student at Lincoln’s-inn, and intends going to the Bar. 


(Sittings in Banco, before Lord Chief Justice Cocksurn and 
Justices CromPTON and BLACKBURN.) 
Business or tHE Court. 


Jan, 23.—The Lorp Cuter Justice said, the Court would 
hold post-terminal sittings on the 1st and 3rd of February, and, 
it released from the Court of Error, on the 12th and 13th, the 
Court would also sit on the 14th, 15th, and 17th of February, 
in consequence of the very considerable arrears in the different 
papers of the court, His lordship added that the Court would 
endeavour to make arrangements for the convenience of the 
Bar by making such selections from the papers as would least 
interfere with the attendance there of the members of the Bar 
whose presence would be necessary at Guildhall. Settlement 
and’ conviction cases would be selected from the Crown papers 
as likely to least interfere in the way he had referred to. 
The Court would also sit on the 22nd of February for deliver- 
ing judgments. 





Criminat InrorMaTION. 

Ez parte Pope—The Attorney-General (with whom was Mr, 
Monk, Q.C.,) applied on behalf of Mr. S. Pope, a barrister of 
the Northern Circuit, for a rule nisi calling upon Mr. W. P, 
Roberts, an attorney practising at Manchester, to show cause 
why a criminal information should not be filed against him for 
the writing and publishing of a malicious libel in a letter ad- 
dressed by Mr. Roberts to Mr. Pope. ‘The matter which gave 
rise to the necessity of this proceeding arose out of the trial of 
the case of Taylor v. Clarksm, for seduction, before Mr, Jus.ice 
Crompton, at the last Liverpool assizes, The plaintift’s daughter 
was a factory operative, and the defendant was a millowner 
near Bolton. The seduction took place four years before the 
issuing of the writ. At the time of the birth the defendant 
paid all the necessary and usual expenses, and a further sum 
of 3s. per week for the child’s maintenance from its birth till 
its death, which took place in 1861, and then 3s. a week in ad- 
vance to the mother for twelve months. With the ex- 
ception of the issue of a writ in 1861, by an attorney at 
Norwich, the case had been treated as a simple bastardy case 
till it got into Mr. Robert’s hands. Before the action was 
called on, an offer was made by Mr. Pope, as the defendant's 
counsel, to settle the matter and save exposure by the pay- 
ment of £75. That was accepted by the plaintiff's attorney, but 
it afterwards went off because he insisted on taking a verdict 
for that amount instead of being content with a judge’s order. 
On the facts of the case coming out on the trial, the learned 
judge remarked that it looked very much like an action for 
costs, and the jury wished the case to be stopped, but Mr. 
Roberts’s clerk refused, and the case was tried out. Mr. 
Pope addressed the jury for the defendant. The ftial re- 
sulted in a farthing damages, the learned j in- 
timating his readiness to give a certificate to the 
plaintiff of her costs. In the course of his remarks, Mr. 
Pope commented on its being an attorney's action, and 
that if the jury gave substantial damages, it would not go 
to the plaintiff, but into the attorney’s pocket for costs, On 
the 30th December, Mr. Pope received the letter complained of. 
After referring to the trial and attempted compromise, and the 
remarks on its being an attorney's action, Mr. Roberts said it 
was a scandalous and malignant falsehood, a wicked and dis- 
graceful lie, and such as ought for ever to exclude Mr. P 
from the society of honourable men; that the privilege of 
Bar did not protect him from such scandalous conduct and such 
a wilful falsehood, and that his conduct was all the blacker 
from his knowledge that Mr. Roberts was at Constantinople at 
the time suffering from illness. ‘ 

The Lorp Cuter Justice said the learned Attorney-Gene- 
ral might take a rule. He hoped Mr. Roberts would ‘feel that 
he had allowed his temper to carry him too far in sending such 
a letter. 

Rule granted. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings in Banco, before the Lord Cuter Baron and Barons 
MakTIN, CHANNELL, and WILDE.) 

Jan, 22.—Rogers v. Multon—Mr. J. Martin was about to 
argue a demurrer to the plea in this action, when 

Mr. Baron Martin (holding up the case supplied to their 
lordships) said, in the first place, I must protest against a paper 
book in this form. There is no space for the judges to make 
notes on. 

Mr. Martin —It was sent up, my lord, by an attorney in the 
country, and I must admit it is not a respectable-looking book. 

Mr. Baron Martix.—I only make the remark that to supply 
such books may not become a practice. 





COURT OF EXCHEQUER CHAMBER, 

Jan. 18.—A curious point of law was decided by the Court 
this morning. The servant of a contractor who had under- 
taken to supply the troops at Shorncliffe with butchers’ meat, 
made use of a light weight, by which the soldiers were de- 
prived of their fair share of food. The man was detected; 
and a jury found him guilty of stealing the meat of which 
the men were deprived. The counsel for the offender appealed 
the case, on the ground that to use a false weight was not to 
steal. Chief Justice Erie, however, in delivering the judgment 
of the Court, held that the man had kept the overplus meat 
with intent to steal it, and therefore affirmed the conviction. 
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COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Befors Mr. Commissioner Hotrorp.) 

Jan. 17.—In re Frederick Withers Butler—The bankrupt 
was a farmer of Abingdon. Before the adjudication a creditor 
s against him in the Brighton county 
court, and an order of committal for forty days had been made 
upon the judgment. The bankrupt’s order of discharge was 

led for six months. The judgment creditor proved 
under the pec ne and a few days since arrested the bank- 
rupt upon the county court commitment. The bankrupt hav- 
i sortie’ for his dechitg from custody, 

CoMMISSIONER now gave judgment. This was not the 
ease Of an election. commitment by thé county court 
was intended to asa punishment for non-compliance 
with the order. is court had no power to interfere.—Appli- 


cation refused. 
Mr. Linklater supported the application; Mr. West opposed 
it. 


(Before Mr. Commissioner Goutsury.) 
Jan. 17.—The 109th section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 


provides, among that at the first ing “a 
majority in value (hn auelishen geceues cael dcnenasinn wh. | 


Mr. Lowrance, on the of the bank now applied for 
sisthachte tagmananes te exter paren mt or eaten. 
This was requisite for the purpose of obtaining payment from 


COMMISSIONER observed that the resolution had been 
creditor only, and that creditor was the father- 
‘he case was full of s mn. if 
i , he id say that 
had acted most unwisely in leaving the credi- 


* tors to determine upon the amount of allowance to be made to 


a 

Mr. Lawrance.—No doubt. But in this case I only desire 
to have your honour’s signature for the purpose of carrying out 
the order of the registrar. 

The Commissioner having made inquiry as to the amount 
of assets in hand, said that the matter might be again men- 
tioned on Monday. 

Mr. Lawrance said that. if his experience was worth any- 
thing, he might intimate that nothing could be more mischiev- 
ous than at the outset of a bankruptcy to place the bankrupt 
in a position antagonistic to creditors, 

The Commissionzr.—Persons who have been wronged by a 

cantiot look dispassionately upon his conduct. 

Mr. —It cannot be wise to attempt to starve a 
man into honesty. 

Jan. 20.—Mr. Aldridge, the Crown soliicitor, applied for an 
order committing Thomas Delahay, a debtor in the Queen’s 

Prison, to the common for a month, under the 

payed stag tester Go pars be gecvll g 

: on y last P |. 

with ie petted delivery provided for by the 

Act, 1861, and amongst others the prisoner Dela. 

re was before v7 yet to be ie and gave 
evidence, but en it, to sign it. 

The Ccanienon a what ground did he refuse? 

Mr. Aldridge, He requited to know whether it was the in- 
tention of the to adjudicate him a bankrupt. Of 
@ourse no answer was given to his question, but he was simply 
Fea sign his examination, but that he refused to do. 

therefore, sir, pected 5a by you for an order of the 
description I have mentioned, and I make my application 
the 102nd section, I apply, therefore, sir, that you will 
to the common gaol for a month, and adjudicate 
¢ CommissioneR.—I think this 2 most important appli- 
, because it will become a precedent for future proceed- 
, and should, therefore, be well considered. It should be 

that the registrars going to the gaol for the hnmane 


rH 
i 


dL 
a 


purpose cf prisoners from further incarceration are 
Pers tone tiie AMA dinctiol, abd. the if any such attem 
De made it will be visited with due it. The on 


it is whether I not to give this man 


. 
F 
‘2 





an opportunity of showing why he did not sign; or whether I 
ought to take the registrar’s report as sufficient, without fur- 
ther inquiry, and make the order applied for at once. I think, 
however, the former would be the better course, and I will 
therefore thank you, Mr. Aldridge, to prepare ® warrant for 
the purpose of bringing the prisoner before me. I know it is 
not your duty to do this, and indeed I wish that it was not 
only your duty, but that you had the anthority to do it at once 
in case; I have requested Mr. Hazlitt to inform the Lord 
Chancellor of the great assistance we derive in these courts 
from the able and efficient manner in which you perform the 
duties which have been entrusted to you, and also to state 
that if he would enlarge your powers, especially in matters of 
this description, that t public benefit would result there- 
from. If you will take the proper steps in this instance for 
the purpose of bringing this man before me I shall be obliged 
to you. I think he ought to have a locus penitentia, and an 
ge of stating why he refuses to sign. 

r. Registrar Haztitr—Do you adjudicate him a bank. 
rupt in the meantime? There can be no harm in doing so, 
and then he will be quite under your control. 

The Commissioner.—The section says the court may “ at 
the same time” adjudge the prisoner a bankrupt. 

Mr. A .—I should rather think that referred to the 
time at which the order of committal is made, 

The Commisstoner.— Yes, I would rather leave the matter 
over altogether until the prisoner has had an opportunity of 
showing cause. 

Mr. Aldridge.—Then I will cause notice to be to the 
prisoner of this application having been made, of my -in- 
tention to renew it on Monday next, when he will have the 
opportunity of showing cause, if able to do so, against its 

ing granted. 

Court.—Yes, that will be the better course. 


In re The Law Newspaper Company (Limited).—This was a 
winding-up petition presented by Mr. James Walter, of 
Cl s-inn, a shareholder and contributory. 

From the petition it appeared that the Law Newspaper 
Company (Limited) was incorporated on the 3rd of December, 
1856. The nominal capital was £6,000, divided into 600 shares 
of £10 each, and the registered office had been at Carey-street, 
Lincoln’s-inn. Three-fourths of the capital had been lost or 
become unavailable. 

Mr. Linklater appeared in support of the petition. 

The Commissionen observed that the petitioner was the 
holder of two shares only in the company. The application 
was certainly a singular one. : 

Mr. Linklater asked for an adjournment for the p of 
consid an affidavit which had been filed that on 


the of the company. 
the ComMIssIonER.—How many shares are there in this 


a og / Oem ere 600. 


Mr. Linklater said that if there had not been special 
reasons for this mode of procedure it would never have beén 


adopted. 

The ComMissionER—It might be fraught with great mis- 
chief if the holder of two out of 600 shares were to be at liberty 
to wind up a company. 

Mr. Linklater replied that if the facts had been folly Same 
in the petition, he did not think this proceeding of the peti- 
tioner would have been open to remark. 

After some further observations the hearing was adjourned. 





(Before Mr. Registrar MILLER, ) 

Jan. 18.—In re Peter Morrison.—The bankrupt was the 
manager of the National Assurance and Investment Associa- 
ciation. This meeting was convened under the 185th section 
of the Bankruptcy Act of 1861, which runs as follows:—“ At 
the first meeting of creditors, held after adjudication in the 
manner herein provided, . or at any meeting to be ided for 
the purpose, and of which ten days’ notice have been 
given in the London Gazette, three-fourths in number and 
value of creditors present or represented at such meeting may , 
resolve that the estate ought to be wound up under a deed of 
arrangement, composition or otherwise, and that an application 
shall be made to the Court to stay proceedings in the bank- 
ruptcy for such period as the court shall think fit.” 

te C. E. Lewis now submitted a :esolution in the follow- 
ing terms:—* Memorandum: This being the day fixed by ad- 
vertisement in the London Gazette for a meeting of the er 
tors of the above named bealeregt, Coens pursuant to. hi 
Bankruptoy Act, 1861, to and tesolve whether th 
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estate ought to be wound up under a deed of arrangement, 
composition, or otherwise, and whether an application should 
be made for the court to stay proceedings in the bankruptcy 
for such period as the court chall think fit—-we, the under- 
signed, being the major part in value of the creditors present 
at this meeting, declare that it appears to us desirable to re- 
solve, as we do accordingly resolve, pursuant to the 110th 
section of the said act, that no further proceedings in this 
matter be taken in bankruptcy; and we do further resolve that 
this meeting shall be adjourned until the lst day of February, 
1862, at eleven o'clock in the forenoon, in order that notice of 
such resolution may be given as required by the said last-men- 
tioned section. 

Mr. Linklater on behalf of the petitioning ereditor opposed 
the resolution. 

After some discussion the RecisTRAR said,—I shall interpose 
no objection. The proceeding, however, appears to me to be 
somewhat of an anomaly. ‘This isa special meeting, called 
and advertised for a specific purpose, under the 185th section 
of the act, which must be read with the five following sections. 
The creditors at such special meeting pass a resolution under 
another section. It seems somewhat anomalous, 

Mr. C. E, Lewis said that the act of Parliament under the 
110th section authorised any meeting of creditors to do a 
certain thing. This was a meeting of creditors, and they had 
resolved upon doing that which the section gave them power 
to do; therefore the resolution was drawn up to embody their 
determination. 

The proceedings then terminated. 





New Banxkrvuproy Act.—We learn that Mr. Charles Dance, 
chief clerk of the Court for Relief of Insolvent Debtors, re- 
tired at the end of last September, but has occasionally given his 
attendance since to the present time to make up his accounts. 
The circumstance gives no rise to the other officers and clerks, 
as the new act provides that no vacancy in that establishment 
shall be filled up. Mr. Dance has only been chief clerk since 
May, 1858, but many years in the office. It is rumoured that, 
two or three of the official assignees in London are likely to 
retire soon. No vacancy in the number of official assignees 
in London will be filled up until reduced to three. There 
were nine. We believe the retiring allowances to these gentle- 
men to be from £1000 to £1500. Intimation has been given 
that the estimate of retiring allowances under this new mea- 
sure will amount to £10,000, in six months from its coming 
into operation. 


The third visitation of the Queen’s Bench Prison took place on 
Saturday last under the provisions of the New Bankruptcy Act. 
Mr. Registrar Hazlitt presiding. The list presented by Captain 
Hudson, the governor, showed the number of prisoners detained 
in custody, on the Ist of January, to have been seventy; of this 
number ten were discharged in the course of theday. The case 
of Mr. Cobbett was called on, and that gentleman, after protest- 
ing against the registrars’ right to question him, made a state - 
ment of the circumstances connected with his imprisonment, 
and complained loudly of the treatment which he had received. 
In conclusion he said—I do not want to have my sufferings 
complicated by being made a bankrupt. The Registrar.—Our 
object is to simplify matters, not to complicate them. I adju- 
dicate you a bankrupt, and give you an immediate discharge. 
Mr. Cobbett,—Remember, sir, I protest against your adjudica- 
tion. Mr. Cobbett then proceeded to refute some statement 
which had ap: in the columns of a morning journal, after 
which the registrar ordered his discharge. 


In the matter of Mr. Whittington, which came before Mr. 
Registrar Hazlitt, the prisoner alleged that he possessed 
property to an almost fabulous amount. When summoned to 
appear before the registrar he at first positively refused to do 
so, but upon its being intimated that such refusal would lead 
to a transference to the county gaol, he presented himself, and 
tendered a protest, which, however, was not read by the Court. 
In the course of his examination he stated that he was not in 
curtody for debt, but for costs in an action which he had 
brought against Mr. Roupell, M.P., for trespass on some lands. 
He alleged that the costs were really costs in the cause, and that 
besides, as the proceedings were still pending, his incarceration 
was wholly illegal. He stated that he had no debts, and that 
his assets amounted to over £1,000,000 in value. ‘They con- 
sisted for the most part of landsin England, America, Australia, 
and the Falkland Islands. In the Falkland Islands he was 
possessed of 100 square miles of territory, and he had spent 
£43,000 in trying to establish a colony there. He had also 





mortgages of property of various kinds to the amount of 
£20,000. The registrar overruled his objection to being adju- 
dicated a bankrupt, on the ground that the words of the act 
gave jurisdiction over any prisoner detained in custody for any 
debt, claim, or demand. He thereforeadjudged him a bankrupt 
with an instant discharge. The prisoner refused to accept his 
protection as it was “ for debt,” and subsequently stated that he 
would not leave the prison until “ gentle force” was used to 
eject him. 

The visitation of the debtors’ prison at Horsemonger-lane 
has been made by Mr. Register Roche. The list presented 
by Mr. Keene, the governor, showed that the number of debtors 
in custody on the Ist inst. was only fourteen, of whom six had 
obtained their discharge before the date of the registrar’s visit. 


Of the remaining eight four were adjudicated bankrupts; the — 


registrar was of opinion that he had no jurisdiction to discharge 
the others. 





SHERIFF’S COURT. 
TraDr PROTECTION SOCIETIES AND THE PUBLIC. 


Jan. 22.—Doo v. Wood.—This was an action to recover 
£10 damages, alleged to have been sustained through the im- 
proper collection of a certain debt, the plaintiff being a grocer of 
Cambridge, and the defendant proprietor of a trade protection 
society, known as ‘* Wood’s Mercantile Informant and Traders’ 
Guide.” 

The facts of the case appeared to be these. The plaintiff was 
induced, by a person named Thomas, to become a subscriber to 
the defendant's society, which, as an equivalent, contracted to 
“eollect debts.” A person in Ireland owed the plaintiff £10 9s. 6d., 
and the plaintiff put the debt into the defendant's hands. Defen- 
dant’s agent in Ireland collected thedebt, and he received 9s. 6d. in 
cash, and a cheque, uncrossed, drawn upon the Downpatrick 
Bank, and payable to “ Doo or bearer,” instead of “or order.” 
The defendant’s agent enclosed in a letter the cheque and a poste 
office order for the 9s. 6d., but the letter was alleged to be 
stolen in transitu, and some person had cashed the cheque. 
Under these circumstances the plaintiff sought to recover 
damages for the loss of the cheque. 

The Court held that it could not be said that the defendant 
had “collected a debt” by accepting a cheque so loosely and 
improperly drawn that any person might receive upon it. It 
was a hard case upon the defendant, but plaintiff must have a 
verdict with costs. 


a 
- 





Recent Becisions. 


EQUITY. 


Ricuts oF EquitaBLeE MortTGaGEE IN ADMINISTRATION 
Suir. 
Rhodes v. Moxhay, V.C. S., 10 W. R. 103. 

We recently had occasion to consider, ante p. 176, the differ- 
ence between the rights of a legal and those of an equitable 
mortgagee,‘in respect of the sale or foreclosure of the mort- 
gaged property. The question decided in Rhodes v. cig 
illustrates another distinction between these two classes. It 
has long since been settled that if a legal mortgagee commenced 
a suit for administration and sale of his deceased mo 
estate—instead of suing for foreclosure, which we have seen is 
his proper remedy—his mortgage debt would be postponed to 
the costs of the suit, which, according to the rule of the 
court in such cases, are costs of administration. If the 
first mortgagee had filed his bill of foreclosure, a subsequent in- 
cumbrancer might have redeemed; but where a legal 
instead of trying to foreclose, endeavours te obtain payment by 
an administration suit, which he could not obtain without it, 
the ordinary rule as to the payment of costs in administration 
suits prevails. But an equitable mortgagee, who is entitled to 
a sale, may file a bill for administration and sale, without post- 
poning his right of payment to the costs of the suit, This seems 
now to be established clearly enough. A contrary rule, however, 
was laid down by Sir John Leach, M.R.,in Greenwood v. Taylor, 
1 Russ, & M. 186. There the mortgagee did not institute the 
suit, but presented a petition in a cause already pending. No- 
thing turns, however, upon this circumstance, as it has always 
been considered that there is no difference in principle, for 
the purpose under consideration, between originating a suit or 
reviving one, or making use of one already in exist- 
ence. The mortgagee, in Greenwood vy. Taylor, prayed that 











om BRP OR MOM RSH ROSE SHE BS EEEABR SAE EB ETS SBESE lle 


SENNA SRT ee ee a ae a ae a ae | Ul Cm ll lhe | 





S&Ss5,7T 


- S8So& 


as" @t 378 


ror ~~ ew 

















Jan. 25,1862. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 213 





he might be permitted to prove in the cause for the full amount 
of the mortgage debt, and that the mortgaged estate, which was 
insufficient to pay the debt, might be sold, and the produce 
paid to him, and that to the extent of the deficiency he might 
receive payment in the cause, pari passu, with the other spe- 
cialty creditors. But Sir J. Leach, M.R., applied the rule in 
bankruptcy, and refused to allow the mortgagee to prove for 
the full amount of his debt, but only for so much as the mort- 
gaged estate would not extend to pay, and he applied this rule, 
not upon the peculiar jurisdiction in bankruptcy, but upon the 
principle of marshalling, He would compel the mortgagee, 
who had two funds—as against the other specialty creditors 
who had but one fund—to resort, first to the mortgage security, 
and would allow him to claim against the common fund, only 
what the mortgaged estate was insufficient to pay. This decision 
however, was impeached by Lord Chancellor Cottenham, in 
the subsequent case of Mason v. Bogg, 2 My.& Cr. 443. His 
lordship cohsidered that the rule of marshalling had no appli- 
cation in such a case, it never having been intended to affect the 
interest of the creditor, or to diminish his rights. “TI cannot,” 
said his lordship, “distinguish this case from Greenwood v. 
Taylor, but with respect to the principle of that case, it is to be 
observed that a mortgagee hasa double security; he has a right 
to against both, dnd to make the best he can of both. 
Vhy he should be deprived of this right because the debtor 
dies, and dies insolvent, it is not very easy to see. The ques- 
tion can only arise when there is a deficient security and an in- 
solvent estate; so that the worse the creditor’s case, the harder 
the course of the Court against him.” Since the last-mentioned 
decision, therefore, the practice seems to be pretty well settled, 
any | who is entitled to a sale to file a 

bill in the place to give such effect to his 
security, and then for administration of the deceased mort- 
gagee’s estate, without giving priority to the costs of the suit 
over the mortgage debt. Rhodes v, Mozhay following Mason 
v. enabled an equitable mortgagee to prove in an admi- 
suit for the whole amount of his debt, and to take a 

dividend upon the whole without prejudice to his rights against 
any securities Pe might hold, but of course subject to the quali- 

that he not ul 


fication timately receive more than twenty 

shillings in the pound. " 

Spzcizio Psrronmance — Uncomrterep Conrract — 
* Denar. 


The Oriental Steam Tages, Co. v. Briggs, L, C.,10 W. RB. 


The jurisdiction of courts of equity for the speci ‘or- 
mance of contracts is one of the most. prolific ee 
cery business, It is, moreover, more akin to what is called 
commercial law than any other jurisdiction exercised by these 
courts, Its grounds, therefore, are more appreciable to persons 
of gulinay saupen, sad there ie, on this acoount—and also 
because of the frequency of suits for specific performance—the 
greater reason why all legal practitioners should understand, 
not only the general scope of the doctrine, but also, at all 


events, its leading principles. One of these is that, in order to 
obtain a decree for the specific rmance of a contract, it 
must be concluded and complete. In respect of the completeness 


of the contract, a court of equity allows some modification of 
the strictness of the rule: for instance, although as a gene- 
ral a.contract will not be so enforced where the price or 
sum to be has not been definitively settled, yet if the con- 
tract for some method of ascertaining the sum, this 
will be sufficient. But a court of equity narrowly distinguishes 
between a negotiation and a concluded agreement. Equity 
judges generally regard with suspicion in a bill for specific per- 
formance of  coatract, any allegation that it was “arranged” 
that so and so should be‘done, or that an “arrangement” was 
entered into between the parties—where such arrangement is 
the subject of the suit. It must amount to an “agreement” 
actually concluded and distinct in its terms. Wherever 
it is doubtful that the matter ever went beyond 
negotiation, and that the contract is still open, the 
Court will not interfere, but will leave the plaintiffs to their 
rights at law. It is, by no means, necessary that the whole 
agreement should be contained in one instrument, or (except 
where the Statute of Frauds requires it) even in writing. It 
may be proved by letters between the parties, or by merely 
parol evidence. A definite proposal by one person uncon- 
ditionally accepted by the other, is a sufficient contract, of 
which a court of equity may decree specific performance. 
An unaccepted offer is always liable to be revoked; but when 
an offer is accepted the contract is complete if it contains 
within iteelf all the essential ingredients of a contract. 





In the above cause a person had applied to directors of the 
company for an allotment of shares, he undertaking to sign the 
articles of association when required. The secretary of the 
company, in reply, wrote to say, that the directors had allotted 
the shares, adding that “the articles of association must be 
signed, or, in default thereof, that the shares would be forfeited.” 
The company wanted the Court to enforce this as a conclusive 
contract. Their bill, therefore, prayed that the defendant 
might be ordered to sign the articles of association, which he 
had not done, and otherwise to accept the shares. It was held, 
however, that the contract, if any, was such as the Court 
would not enforce; inasmuch, as the acceptance was not un- 
conditional and unqualified. 

A further question as to the delay and acquiescence of the 
plaintiff also arose. It has always been considered that lapse 
of time may seriously affect the rights of parties in reference 
to the specific performance of a contract. Equity differs from 
common law in holding, that lapse of time—either in regard to: 
the entire contract, or any of its stipulations—may not be of 
the essence of the contract; while at common law it is neces- 
sary that wherever time is specified in the contract the thing 
should be done within such time. But equity will not permit 
a plaintiff suing for specific porfecmanee to delay unreasonabl. 
or injuriously to the other side before instituting the suit; an 
we have heard recently of a case before Vice-Chancellor Wood 
in which a demurrer was allowed where it was almost wholly 
grounded upon a delay of three years in filing the bill. In the 
above-named case the bill was not filed until more than two 
years had ela from the date of the alleged contract; but 
there having been meanwhile several applications to the 
defendant to fulfil his agreement, Lord Westbury was of opinion 
that there was not such delay or acquiescence on the part of the. 
Pan as to disentitle him to the interposition of the Court— 

the case were a fit one for specific performance. 





COMMON LAW. 
Revisinc APPEALS—FREEHOLD Orrice, QUALIFICATION OF 
Hall y. Lewis, C. P., 10 W. R. 151. 

In this consolidated registration appeal case, the respondents 
severally claimed to vote for a county in respect of freehold 
offices, such offices being in a cathedral church; and it ap- 
peared that they had been respectively appointed for life, or 
during good behaviour, and that they were paid an annual 
stipend out of the cathedral funds; and that these funds were 
derived out of certain lands in the same county. The barrister 
allowed these votes, but in doing so he clearly contravened the 
authorities, and his decision was reversed. The committee: 
which sat upon the election for Middlesex, in 1804, laid down 
a general principle, which has ever since been acted on, viz., 
that the holder of an office, even for life, has no right to vote 
for the county unless he has a freshold interest in house or 
land in right of such office. Thus, in one case (2 Peck. 91), 
the organist of a church claimed to vote by reason of his office, 
which was for life, and in respect of which he had an annui 
for lives charged on certain lands, and his vote was disallowed. 
It is true that in this case the lands on which the salary was 
secured were notin the county iti which the office was executed 
and the vote claimed, but it is apprehended that the principle 
affirmed as above mentioned by the Middlesex committee, 
would dispose of the case of the organist as well as of the 
present cases, vis., that the qualifications were bad, as not confer- 
ring either an equitable or legal freehold interest in any house or 
lands in right of the offices. in question. As the Court. re- 
marked, the arrangement that the claimants should be paid out 
of the church lands no more conferred on them any interest in 
such lands, than an arrangement that a man shall be. paid for 
his services out of a certain fund confers on him an interest in 
the fund out of which such payment is in fact made. 


Facror’s Act—Construction or 5 & 6 Vict. 0. 39, 8. 3. 
Gobind Chunder Sein y. The Administrator-General of 
Bengal, P. C., 10 W. R. 155. 

Although this case arose in India and came before the Privy 
Council on appeal, it is useful to the English practitioner as 
being, in fact, a decision on the “‘ Factor’s Act” (5 & 6 Vict..c. 

39), which statute has been extended to India. 

Among its other provisions it is there (in effect) enacted that 
any agent entrusted with the possession of goods or documents , 
of title, or with documents such as are used in the ordinary . 
course of business, as proof of the possession or control of goods 
—such as bills of lading, India warrants, dock hapa na 
the like—shall be deemed the owner of the goods and docu. 
ments so as to give validity to any contract made with him 
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bond fide by way of pledge for the security of advances, even 
though the pledgee has notice that he is an agent only; pro- 
vided always that such pledgee has no notice that the agent is 
acting without authority or mala fide against the real owner. 

The present case affords a useful reading of the latter part of 
this provision and lays down this proposition to be law—viz. that 
the proper question forthe jury is whether under the circumstances 
of the case a reasonable man and a man of business applying 
his understanding to them, would certainly know that the goods 
were offered in pledge without authority or mald fide as against 
their owner. This mode of leaving the case to the jury has 
been more than once approved of judicially, and may now be 
considered as conclusively established; and hence it is 
erroneous to direct them (as has been sometimes done) to find 
a verdict for the owner if they shall be of opinion that there 
was merely a want of due inquiry and caution on the part of 
the lender, or that there was bad faith on the part of the agent 
but that the lender was ignorant of its existence. 


A Wronc-porr Cannot CoMPLAIN OF A CONSEQUENTIAL 
InguryY TO HiMsE.r. 


Singleton v. Williamson, Exch. 10 W. R. 174. 


It is always more interesting and satisfactory to consider a 
case which lays down a general principle of law, than one 
which merely applies to special circumstances some question 
or doctrine already sufficiently established and beyond dispute. 
Among other reasons for this preference, a case of the first de- 
scription may be resorted to as a peg (as it were) on which to 

other and more recent decisions, and so gradually to ac- 
quire a knowledge of case-law which cannot fail to be highly 
useful in practice. Hadley v. Baxendale (9 Exch. 341) and 
Priestly v. Fowler (3 Mee. & W. 1) are instances (among 
modern cases) of what is here meant. The first is the founda- 
tion for all the recent decisions as to the proper mode of calcu- 
lating the damages in an action for the breach of a contract; 
and the other, for all those in which the liability of masters to 
their servants for injuries suffered in their employ have been 
discussed, and of some of which we have from time to time 
taken notice. 

The present case, although not of the same important 
character as the two to which we have just referred, yet belongs 
to the class of which they are instances, as laying down a 
general principle. This is, that no one can complain of having 
suffered an injury at the hands of another, which was the natu- 
ral consequences of his own act or neglect. In other words, if 
A. neglects a duty, he cannot sue B, for an injury which could 
not have been committed if that duty had been duly performed. 
This is the maxim in its most general form; but the present 
case applies it, particularly, to the care of cattle damage feasant, 
and shows not only that the owner of the land cannot sue the 
owner of the cattle if the former neglected the ir of fences 
he was bound to maintain, and through which. the cattle 
entered—but further, that he cannot distrain such cattle under 
the same circumstances; for the same principle prevents him 
from either maintaining an action, or himself redressing the 
injury by act of law. 
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Correspondence. 


Tue “Soxicrrors’ JournaL” aND THE “Law Tins,” 

T hope you will not think it necessary to take any further 
notice of the sayings and doings of the Law Times and its 
proprietor. I see that in the last number of that Journal there 
is an article upon the Law Newspaper Company, where several 
statements have been repeated, although you have already 
shown their entire untruth. The article was no doubt written 
for the unfair purpose of prejudicing the hearing of the petition 
for the compulsory winding-up of the company. I have very 
good reasons for believing that it is virtually the petition of 
Mr. Cox, the proprietor of the Law Times. Of course, it this 
were generally known the profession would be disposed to set 
a proper value upon his lucubrations on the subject. But the 
unfairness and indecency of the article in question is obvious 
to every one; and you may, therefore, save yourself all com- 
ments upon the subject. The proprietor of the Law Times 
has been charged by you upon evidence which is, to the mind 
of any reasonable man, quite conclusive, with distributing a 
circular containing an untrue statement, and with doing this in 
the full knowledge of its untruth, and so long as this charge 
remains unanswered, I think you can afford to let him do the 
worst to which malevolent selfishness may prompt 7; * 








EJECTMENT. 

In the case of no tenant being in possession of the premises 
sought to be recovered (which premises were devised by lease) 
or to be found, may the name of an imaginary defendant be 
inserted in the writ of ejectment ? Cc. W. W. 





Votuntary AssIGNMENTS oF CHATTELS REAL— 
27 Extz. c, 4. 


Will any of your correspondents or readers be so good as to 
inform me in your next number whether aga reference to 
the above statute) an assignment of chattels (leaseholds) 
without iary consideration, or with a nominal one only 
(being, in fact, a deed of gift), but containing the usual cove- 
nants on the part of the assignee to pay the rent reserved by 
the lease, to perform the covenants therein, and to indemnify 
the assignor in respect thereof, can be defeated by a subsequent 
sale to a purchaser for value, and whether the validity of such 
an assignment is upheld or, in any way, affected by the in- 
sertion of the above covenants by the assignee? 

I shall be obliged by being referred to any case deciding 
that the Act applies to chattels real, or, in any shape, bearing 
upon my question. A SUBSCRIBER, 
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The Provinces. 


LINCOLN. 


On Saturday evening the 1 8th inst., Mr. J. Hinde Palmer, Q.C., 
the Liberal candidate, addressed about 2,000 personsin the Corn- 
Exchange. Mr. J. Shuttleworth, the chairman of ‘the Liberal 
Association, presided. 

Mr. HinpE Pater said that his political principles, which 
were well-known to his hearers, remained unchanged. He was 
in favour of a wide extension of the suffrage, and would take 
as his basis the Bill brought in by Lord John Russell, which 
would givevotes to £6 occupiers in boroughs and £10 freeholders 
in counties. He thought, however, it would not be desirable 
to extend the franchise without at the same time giving voters 
the protection of the ballot. With regard to church-rates, he 
was in favour of their total abolition, believing that the best 
interests of the Church would be advanced thereby. He 
entirely supported the present Government in the de- 
mands it had made upon the Washington. Cabinet. He 
thought that reforms were necessary in the Administration— 
that the expenditure of the country might be considerably re- 
duced; but he was opposed to the policy of the Peace-at-any- 
price party. These were his views, and he was sure they were 
also the views of the majority of the electors of Lincoln. 

A resolution to the effect that Mr. Palmer is a fit and proper 
person to represent the city in Parliament was enthusiastically 
agreed to. 
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Lrelanvd. 


There was a meeting of the Commissioners on the Superior’ 
Courts held at the Four Courts on Saturday last; present—the 
Lord Justice ofAppeal, the Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, 
Mr. Brewster, Mr. Napier, Mr. Baron Hughes, the Attorney~- 
General, the Solicitor-General, and Mr. Richard John T. Orpen. 
Dr. Hancock (secretary) was also present. 


There are several candidates for the office of taxing master 
in Chancery rendered vacant by the death of Mr. Tandy. It 
is rumoured in the hall of the Four Courts that the Lord 
Chancellor had received a communication from the Lords of 
the Treasury directing him not to fill up the vacancy till the 
Commissioners now sitting on the superior courts should make 
their report. There are two other taxing masters, who, it is 
said, are quite sufficient to do the work. In that cuse £500 
a-year would be saved to the public. 








Scotland. 


We extract the following from the Scotsman:—“ On 
Wednesday we ascertained, on trustworthy authority, 
that Lord Wood had resigned; but whether he may ever re- 
turn to the Bench to hear out the argument in’ some cases of 
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which he has ‘heard it is impossible to say, though it is 
likely that his judicial duties are ended. A tendency to attacks 
of bronchitis is, we believe, the cause of his resignation, and, 
to a man of his advanced years, such attacks may cause ap- 
prehension; yet we trust that, by moderate care, he may long 
enjoy life. Mr. Wood, came to the bar in 1811, and at that 
time he must have been at least twenty-one years of age, which is 
the earliest age at which entrance to the faculty of advocates 
is allowed. He was a conservative in politics, but not a vio- 
lent politician, being too good-natured for controversy, and too 
high-minded for jobbery and corruption. He was raised to 
the bench on the resignation of Lord Gillies in the end of 
1842, or very early in 1843, the exact date being unascertain- 
able, or at least not readily ascertained, in the Court of Ses- 
sion reports; but the earlier printed opinion by him is in the 
celebrated Stewarton case, which repelled the church’s asser- 
tion of the right to establish sacra parishes, and is re- 
ported under the date of January 20, 1843. On the bench he 
always exhibited the strictest conscientiousness, though 
sometimes not, perhaps, the strongest will. .A side chair in the 
second division was not favourable for the action of his highly- 
refined, subtle, and speculative mind, and his thoughts have 
been too often overborne by far coarser though equitable ideas. 
Rapid ingenuity, analytic power, integrity, and refinement, 
were evident in every sentence he spoke, and to the diffident 
his kindly smile was like sunshine in a shady place. Nature 
had stamped him in her mint with the ‘highest impress of 
gentleman,’ and by all those who but saw him, or heard him, 
or knew him as a judge, his retirement will be greatly regretted, 
and into that retirement the best wishes and the unreserved 
esteem of all worthy men will follow him. Lord Neaves, 
being senior Lord Ordinary, will succeed Lord Wood in the 
second division. 
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Foreign Tribunals and Jurisprudence. 


FRANCE. 

. TRIBUNAL OF LISIEUX. 
Jan., 1662.—Procés Lesages—Blots, Plaintiffs, v. Lesages 
an English family), Defendants.—With reference to this case, 
in the Solicitors’ Journal of the 24th March, 1860, 
it should be stated, that, although the judgment of the Court 
at Lisieux has not been appealed against or disturbed, some 
further litigation ensued upon another and quite a different 
point. The successful defendants, being English, wished, it 
seems, to sell at once to the widow Moissard, now in possession 
‘of the land, the reversion to that land which the judgment had 
given to them. A contract was entered into, but before 
‘enforcing it the Court at Lisieux wished to be satisfied as to 
‘the power of a married woman in England to sell her landed 
‘estate with the consent of her husband, one of the English 
litigants being a feme covert. After argument, the Court at 
‘Lisieux again decided in favour of the Lesages; and this long 
cand anxious affair has just happily ended by putting them into 
‘possession of a considerable sum of money. As before, the 
‘case was managed to its conclusion by Messrs. Lewis, Wood, 
-& Street, solicitors, of 6, Raymonds-buildings, Grays-inn, as 
agents for Mr. Rowland, solicitor, of Ramsbury, and by M. Le 
Grand, agent at Orbec, and M. Moucatrel, avoué, at Lisieux. 
Mr. Serjeant Burke and the Norman Advocates, M. Délise and 

.M. Goupil, were again the counsel engaged. 


Curious Action ror Damacss. 

‘The Civil Tribunal of the Seine was on the 8th inst., 
‘engaged with a somewhat singular trial. On the 12th of 
May last a serious accident occurred to a M. Oxada in re- 
‘turning through the Avenue de I’Impératrice from the races at 

p ps, when his horse reared and fell dead on the spot, 
the rider being severely injured in the spine by the fall, and 
from the effects of which he has not yet recovered. He sued 
M. Arnault, the director of the Hippodrome, which is situate 
near where the-accident occurred, for 50,000f. damages, on the 
ground that the cause of the accident was the firing in a per- 
‘furmance going on there which had startled the horse. On the 
other hand, M. Santon, of whom M. Oxada hired the horse, 
‘saed him for the value of the animal. The Court, after 
‘hearing arguments on both sides, dismissed the claim of M. 
Santon, on the ground that there was no proof of any fault on 
‘the part of M. Oxada, and also the demand of M. Oxada for 
damages, as M. Arnault had acted with no imprudence, and 
‘was only carrying on his performance at the Hippodrome as he 
*was ‘duly authorised to do. 








Law or Carriers—INLanp GENERAL AVERAGE. 

The Imperial Court of Paris gave judgment on Saturday last 
on an appeal from a decision of the Paris Tribunal of Com- 
merce, which involves a point of law of interest to public 
carriers and persons who employ them. In November, 1860, 
MM. Cohin & Co., of Paris, sued the Messageries Imperiales 
of Marseilles to recover a sum of 1,903f., which had been in- 
trusted to one of their diligences for conveyance from Nice to 
Marseilles, but which was stolen by four highwaymen who 
stopped the carriage at a league or two from Draguignan. 
The Tribunal rejected the demand of MM. Cohin & Co., on 
the ground that it was a case of “ force majeure” falling under 
article 97 of the Commercial Code, which declares the carrier 
not to be responsible in case of loss caused by a circumstance 
over which he has no control. Against that decision MM . 
Cohin & Co., appealed, and their counsel pleaded that the 
Messageries ought to have obtained an escort of Gendarmes, 
and, having failed to do so, were responsible for the loss; and 
that, as the quiet surrender of the bags containing the above 
sum had prevented the robbers from searching the diligence, 
which contained other bags of specie to the amount of 28,000f. , 
the parties whose property was thus saved by the sacrifice of 
M Ochin’s ought to bear a proportionate share of the loss. 
The Court, however, decided that the judgment of the Tribu- 
nal of Commerce must be confirmed, as the non-responsibility 
of the Messageries under the circumstances was declared by 
article 97 of the Commercial Code alluded to, and that the 
question of throwing part of the loss on the owners of the pro- 
perty saved could not be entertained, as they were not parties 
to the suit, 





AUSTRIA. 

The Gazette du Danube of Vienna says that the new 
Penal Code, drawn up by the Ministry of Justice, is com- 
pleted: — 

“ As to the course. of procedure, it has been decided to 
maintain the right of appeal, even for the provinces where trial 
by jury has not been introduced. The most important feature 
is that the different countries represented in the Reichsrath, 
whether they possess the institution of the jury or not, will for 
the future have a penal code exactly the same in all other 
respects, As to this project, it is chiefly based on the excellent 
laws of 1850, but the late revision has introduced many im- 
provements, derived from the experience of the last ten years 
and the recent progress of legislative science.” 





TURKEY. 

A Levantine correspondent of a morning journal writes— 
“‘ What would be said in London if one of the attendants of the 
Turkish Embassy were to arrest a citizen, and, on a 
interfering in his defence, take both citizen and policeman into 
custody, and imprison them in some den ofthe Turkish Embassy? 
Something very like this is stated on good authority to have 
taken place in Constantinople. A Mahomedan, a man of great 
talents, and moving in a respectable circle, for many years 
resided in Europe, professing the Christian faith, during which 
time he married a Christian woman, and lived with her for 
many years. In a late visit he paid to London he left his wife 
abroad and contracted a second marriage with an English 
woman much younger and better looking than his first wife. 
He returned to Constantinople with his second wife, on which 
the first wife brought an action against him at the British con- 
sulate at Pera for maintenance, and obtained a sentence in her 
favour. This the husband treated with contempt, as he re- 
turned to the faith of Mahomet. However, the ish judge 
on finding his sentence not complied with, issued an order for 
his arrest, and gave it to an Englishman to carry into eff 
who started across the bridge at Galata into Stamboul, walk 
into the residence of the man he sought, and arrested him, In 
passing back to the consulate the prisoner appealed to a ‘l'urkish 
policeman for protection, and he seemed inclined to give it, on 
which the Englishman collard both, and lodged them safely in 
the consulate. The man with the two wives, however, got off 
on being claimed by the Turkish authorities as 2 mahomedan 
and a Turkish subject. The first wife, therefore cannot obtain 
any subsistence from him, and the second though a young 
Englishwoman of good education, lives in his harem, and con- 
forms toall the usages ot Mahomedan women. The gentleman 
who stated this had long resided in Constantinople, and 
the language fluently, and he states that he has mixed with seve- 
ral Englishwomen living with Turks in ly the same man- 
ner, but they always studiously avoid being recognised ; and how 
he came to know ofit a his being mistaken for a Turk.” 
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Reviews. 


County Court Practice in Bankruptcy: showing the Jurisdic- 
tion of the County Courts, and the Powers and Duties of 
their Officers, and practically stating, for Practitioners, the 
Procedure for and against the Bankrupt in the County 
Courts ; with an Appendix of Rules and Orders applicable 

thereto, and Official and Original Forms, gc. By Fre- 

DERICK Stroup. Butterworths. 1862. 

Of the numerous text-books which the Bankruptcy Act of 
last Session has called forth, this is the first which is devoted to 
the practice in bankruptcy of the county courts, and we have 
no hesitation in saying that, in respect of method and research, 
it is by far the most creditable of them all. The Act in 
question has made very important alterations in, and ad- 
ditions to, the jurisdiction of the county courts, as it affects 
the estates and persons of insolvents and bankrupts. Except 
as to “pending business,” the functions of their courts 
in insolvency matters has ceased, so far as their powers 
were derived under former Acts’ The recent Act, however, 
confers new authority upon these courts, in the following 
eases ;— . 

1. Where a debtor petitions for adjudication against himself, 
and “knows or verily believes” his debts do not amount to 
more than £300. 

2. Where the debtors are in a prison not situate in the 
county within which a country commissioner of bankruptcy 

holds his court. 

3. Where the bankrupt is in custody, and petitions in forma 


ris. 

. Stroud treats these three classes of cases under the general 
head of primary jurisdiction, and upon each he furnishes a very 
jadicious and careful commentary—one which is moreover 
eminently suited for practical use. Thus, he distinguishes 
between the jurisdiction which the county courts now have over 
amall bankrupts, and what it formerly apres in protection 
eases over traders. The differences, he states, may be ar- 
ranged under four heads :— 

1. The amount of debts. 

2. The nature of those debts. 

3. The residence of the bankrupt. 

4. Where the bankrupt is in custody. 

_ As to the first point, it is to be observed, that under the old 
jurisdiction, if it turned out on the hearing that the trader 
owed £300 or more, the power of the Court to deal with the 
case was gone; but now all that appears to be required is the 
oath of the debtor, that the sum of all the debts which he 
“knows or verily believes to be due and proveable,” does not ex- 
£300. Formerly, sums secured by mearteagn oF Sea? 
reckoned without deducting the value of the security. 
contrary, is the rule under the new Act. This is the 
main difference as to the nature of the debts. As to the resi- 
dence of the bankrupt under the former practice, he must have 
tesided six months before filing his petition in the district of 
the county court. Now, it is sufficient if he has resided for the 
period pains owe six months. The last difference 
under this head is which enables a county court when a 
bankrupt is in custody (and not petitioning in forma pauperis), 
transfer the proceedings after adjudication to the county 
court in which the debtor, if not in custody, would have been 
required to petition. Upon this last point Mr. Stroud calls 
ion to the fact that this jurisdiction is conferred only 
bankrupt himself is petitioner; and that hostile 
@reditors cannot resort to the county court but must take 
pee in the ordinary courts in all cases. This, 
says, (p. 10) “is the strong point of analogy be 
tween the jurisdiction conferred by this section and that given 
the protection acts; and it may be anticipated, that it will 
be that kind of persons who formerly were anxious for the 
benefit of the protection acts, who will in future petition the 
county court under sect. 94 of the new act.” 

We do not dwell upon the two other general heads of the 

jurisdiction to which we have already alluded, except 
to give Mr. Stroud’s opinion upon the moot point whether a 
county court judge can release a pauper prisoner. It is as 
follows :— 

“The county court judge, on adjudicating a pauper prisoner 
to be a bankrupt, is also, if the think fit, to grant an order of 
protection to the prisoner. Does this give the judge power to 
release the prisoner? It should seem not. To protect, and to 
discharge, are two different things. Then, again, under sect. 
101, the examining registrar of ordinary prisoners is to adjudi- 








cate on ‘ every such prisoner, and to grant him protection, and 


to make an order for his release from prison.’ Thus the legi 
lature has itself distinguished between protection and 
charge; and, as the county court judge has only power to 
grant protection in pauper prison cases, it should seem he has 
no power to order that the pauper bankrupts be released from 
prison. 

“ But the court to which the petition is presented may re- 
lease a prisoner after he has obtained protection (sect. 112, Act 
1849), and if the county court judge, who grants protection to 
a pauper prisoner, be himself the judge of the court to which 
the petition is presented, he may, as it should seem, when 
sitting at that court, order the release.” 

What Mr. Stroud calls the secondary jurisdiction is that 
which relates to the transfer of business from the ptcy 
Court in London to country county courts, and also to the 
power which creditors have under the 109th section of the Act 
to determine that proceedings in bankruptcy shall be trans- 
ferred to any country county court 

In addition to the matter which we haye already intimated, 
the book before us contains a very succinct and reliable account 
of the powers and duties in bankruptcy of the officers of the 
county courts, and also several useful chapters on the general 
bankruptcy practice in county courts, 

Upen the whole we are seldom able to give such unqualified 
praise as this little manual deserves. It is evidently the careful 

roduction of a sound lawyer and skilful writer. inly, no 
st relating to the new Bankruptcy Act which has yet 
published exhibits so much good faith and real labour in its 
authorship as the one now before us; and we have no doubt it 
will long remain the book on county court practice in bank- 
ruptcy. We need hardly say that it excludes the metropoli 
district, the business of which is transacted in the 
Court of Bankruptcy. Mr. Stroud’s work refers only to 
country practice. 





The Practice and Procedure of the Court for Divorce and 
Matrimonial Causes: with forms of practical proceedings ; 
the Acts, Rules, and Orders, Tables of Fees and Bills of 
Costs. By W. Ernst Brownine, Esq., of the Inner Tem- 
ple, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworths. 1862. 

One might have thought that there were already enough 
books on the jurisdiction and practice of the Court of Divorce. 
Mr. Browning, however, considers that the practice in divorce 
and matrimonial causes being pretty well settled, a concise 
and practical exposition of the ordinary course of 
remained a desideratum. The valuable works of Mr. Mac- 
queen and Mr. Pritchard, being published shortly after the 
establishment of the Court of Divorce, are necessarily deficient 
in whatever relates to the practice which has been established 

its decisions. They have mainly to do with the principles 
of the law. of divorce. ecu Steck = abhage oon 
wholly to its practice an 4 con- 
tains ‘f good deal of information upon the law of divorce. He 
appears to have diligently collated the reported cases, which he 
states with precision and clearness. This little work is, therefore, 
calculated to be useful to those who practise before Sir C. Cress- 
well. ‘The appendix of forms will be particularly serviceable 
to the inexperienced. The price of the work is not very great, 
and therefore it is hardly worth ing here again the com- 
plaint which we have so frequently made against increasing 
the size of law books by the insertion of all the statutes relating 
to the subject matter, The second appendix contains the 
original Divorce Act, the Amendment Act of the following 
year, and the two other Acts relating to the business of the 

Court which have been since passed. Doubtless, most people who 

will buy this book, have these already in their 

Mr. Browning, however, has been but a venial offender in this 

respect; and since we have alluded to the appendix we ought 

not to omit noticing the very useful precedents of bills of costs 
which it contains. These are sufficient to obtain a good circu- 
lation for this manual. 





The Highway of the Seas in time of War. By Henry W. 
Lorp, M.A., Barrister-at-law, Fellow of Trinity College, 
Cambridge. Macmillan. 

The “affair of the Trent,” although no longer exclusively 
occupying the public mind, still claims our attention; and our 
readers will thank us for recommending to their notice 
excellent brochure. It was written, as ap from the pre- 
face, while the policy of the American ernment was yet 


unknown. But it is not the less valuable on that account; 
and Mr. Lord must have been gratified to find the validity 
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of his arguments supported by the subsequent consent of 


Europe. 

The author has grouped his materials together in the form 
of a brief on behalf of the Trent. The reader, consequently, is 
led by a natural transition from point to point, examining each 
in its turn. Thus, after “clearing the ground,” to use the 
author's phrase, he tells us that the three main questions are— 
Ist, What was the character of the vessel from which these 
persons were removed; 2nd, What was the character of the 
persons who were so removed; 3rd, Are the characters filled by 
those persons and the vessel respectively such as justify the 
seizure by the San Jacinio according to the received principles 
of international law. And he then proceeds to examine each 
of these questions separately, with their several authorities. 

The most interesting portion, perhaps, is where Mr. Lord 
treats of the threefold claim asserted by the Americans respecting 
their right to seize the commissioners, as subjects; as contra- 
band of war; and as enemies simply; and proves, not only 
the inconsistency of such conflicting claims, but the illegality 
of each one. 

The plea of estoppel, of which we have heard so much, is 
thus estopped:—“ Before leaving this part of the matter, I feel 
bound to notice one form of defence in the nature of that which 
lawyers technically term as estoppel, which, although promis- 
cously applied to all parts of this case in a manner which 
speaks more for the honesty of purpose than for clearness of 
judgment in those of our own country who have used it, 
applies, if at all, only to this part which I am now consider- 
ing. It has been continually urged that, right or wrong, Great 
Britain may not complain of the act of the San Jacinto, for 
she has been notoriously delinquent in the very same circum- 
stances, It is no part of my present purpose to question the 
moral of this reasoning; were I to do so, I should find the lan- 
guage of an American judge in a case of great importance 
more impressive and more appropriate than any I could use of 
my own; but, inasmuch as the objection seems to appeal to 
our sense of honour and fairness, I prefer to deal at once with the 
assertions upon which the argument is founded, and to deny the 
existence of one single instance of alleged aggressions on the 
part of Great Britain at all parallel in its circumstances to the 
present one. Of the cases specially cited to prove this charge, 
those of Laurens, the deputed minister to Holland from the 
United States, of Lucien Buonaparte, and of the nephews of 
‘Washington, the first has been conclusively disposed of by the 
proof that the Mercury, on board of which Mr. Laurens was 
found, was not a neutral, but a belligerent. ‘The applicability 
of the second, — any ground, I have not yet been able to dis- 
cover. Lucien Buonaparte embarked at Leghorn on board an 
American vessel to sail for Cagliari. On his arrival at that 
place, he demanded of the British resident Minister protection 
and permission to proceed unmolested to America. The 
second portion of this demand, our minister was unauthorised 
to accede to, and consequently desired him to proceed under 
convoy to Malta and wait for further orders, which when they 
came were for his transfer to Great Britain. Throughout the 
whole transaction he appears to have been a consenting party, 
if not positively desirous of being taken to England.” Res- 
pecting the case of the Hendric and Alida, Mr. Lord says, “I 

ve abstained hitherto from this, lest I might appear, by 
relying overmuch upon it, to entertain or sanction the thought 
that this important question could be set at rest for ever by an 
appeal to the authority of one isolated judgment of a British 
tribunal pronounced nearly a century ago, however parallel the 
circumstances, and however unimpeachable the decision.” We 
cannot altogether coincide with this view. The facts are briefly 
these. During the first American war, the Hendric and Alida, 
a Dutch vessel, sailed from Amsterdam to St. Eustatia, a 
Dutch settlement, laden with powder and guns, and 
carrying five military officers, all of whom held commissions 
from a rebel commissioner, and were avowedly on their road to 
join the rebel forces. Immediately on the capture of the ship 
being notified to Government, orders were issued for the officers 
to be released, without even waiting the result of the trial re- 
specting the ship. In requiring the Americans, there- 
fore, to release the commissioners, we have only required at 
their hands thesame measure of justice as we ourselves previously, 
under similar circumstances, readi/y and graciously rendered to 
them; and, consequently, this case equally relieves us from the 
stigma of pressing on them a dubious right at an inconvenient 
moment, and the Americans themselves from the fear of having 
yielded rather to force than reason. 

It is to be regretted that the merits of this pamphlet should 
occasionally be overcast by the obscurity of its language. This 
has been caused by the length of some of the paragraphs, and 








the want of a proper method of pointing. Perhaps, also, if we 
may venture on a guess, by reason of Mr. Lord having taken 
Cicero as his guide in composition. This is not an uncommon 
error. Elegant and beautiful as is the language of Cicero, 
his style will not bear translation. Tacitus, with his short and 
pungent sentences, is a far better master for the student in 
English composition—perfection lies in the mean, as anyone 
will acknowledge who has read Mr. Help’s “ Essays Written in 
the Intervals of Business.” The “ Vathek” of Mr. Beckford 
has always held the highest rank as a masterpiece in English 
composition, and was the work usually recommended by. the late 
Duke of Wellington when consulted by foreigners as to their 
study of the English language. But “ Vathek” is now sur- 
passed by Mr. Help’s “‘ Essays,” and, as a slight return for the 
pleasure we have received in perusing “ The Highway of the 
Seas,” we recommend those Essays to the notice of Mr. Lord, 
and we doubt not that a perusal of them will enable him ina 
future edition to charm the ear of the reader, as well as con- 
vince his understanding. 


& 
a 


TESTIMONIAL TO MR. WILLIAM SHAEN, M.A,, 
SOLICITOR. 

The Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association. have re- 
cently presented to Mrs. Shaen, the wife of Mr. William. Shaen, 
solicitor, of Bedford-row,.a bust of her husband, as a testi- 
monial of their appreciation of the valuable services rendered 
by him to the association. The bust was accompanied by the 
following letter. 

Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association, 
25, Chancery Lane, W.C., 
20th December, 1861. ‘ 

Madam,—The gratifying office has been assigned to us by 
the Committee of Management of the Metropolitan and Pro- 
vincial Law Association, of requesting your acceptance of the 
accompanying bust of Mr. Shaen, executed on their behalf by 
his friend Mr. Woolner, in recognition of Mr. Shaen’s very long 
connection with the Association, and of the eminent services 
which, from the time of its formation, he has rendered to it. 

No fewer than 255 members have subscribed to this testimo- 
nial; and we beg you to believe that the subscription has been 
by no means one merely of form or course, but that it has been 
the hearty and spontaneous offering of men well qualified, by 
long intercourse and observation, to form a judgment of Mr. 
Shaen’s merits, and who feel a real pleasure in ing this 
tribute to one who, by his intelligence, his integrity, and his 
zealous and unsparing efforts, has promoted the objects for 
which, fourteen years ago, the Association was established, 
and has always maintained the honour and character of their 
common profession. 

Although Mr. Shaen’s increasing professional avocations 
have rendered impossible his retention of the office of Secre- 
tary to the Association, the Committee have the satisfaction of 
ranking him now amongst their own body; and on their behalf, 
and on that of all the subscribers to the bust, which we now 
ask permission to present to you, we beg to express an earnest 
hope for the long continuance of Mr. Shaen’s influential career, 
and, we venture to add, for the happiness of yourself and of 
those to whom this bust of their father can scarcely fail to be 
dear.— We remain, Madam, Your very faithful servants, 

J. 8. Torr, Chairman. 

Jas. BEAUMONT. 

E. Bromuey, Hon. Sec. to Sub-Com. 

Puuwie Rickman, Sec, to the Association, 
Mrs. William Shaen. 


In addition to a letter from Mrs. Shaen, in which she 

gracefully acknowledges the gift, Mr. Shaen replied as follows:— 
8, Bedford Row, London, W.C., 
8th January, 1862, 

Dear Strs,—I cannot receive at my house the very valuable 
Testimonial which you have presented to Mrs, Shaen without 
adding my personal acknowledgments to hers, of the generous 
and cordial way in which you have expressed your satistaction 
with the mode in which my duties as Secretary to the Associa- 
po were discharged during the period for which I held that 
office. 

As Ihave more than once already had occasion to say, no. 
professional duties that have fallen to my lot have been more 
agreeable and interesting to myself, than those which I had to 
discharge as your officer, not only from their own nature, but 
also because they brought me into agreeable personal inter- 
course with a large number of gentlemen in all parts of Eng 
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land, who are most honoured in our profession, and reflect most 
honour upon it. I have always found the Committee of our 
Association animated by the belief that solicitors have pro- 
fessional duties beyond those which concern the immediate in- 
terests of their clients: that as English citizens they are bound 
to contribute, as they best may, to the common weal by assist- 
ing to improve the law which they are called upon to adminis- 
ter, and as members of an honourable profession, they are bound 
so to employ that influence, of which no practitioner can en- 
tirely divest himself, as to maintain at the highest possible 
level the tone and character of our professional intercourse and 
ice. 

If I have to some extent been successful in giving expression 
and effect to the views of the Managing Committee, it has been 
owing to my having always entirely sympathised with those 
views. 

To be assured that I have, on the whole, satisfied the expec- 
tations of those from whom I received my appointment, must 
always be a cause of much gratification to me; while the mode 
in which that assurance has been conveyed to me renders it 
additionally valuable. 

I cannot avoid saying, that the number of provincial sub- 
scribers to the testimonial, is to me a source of peculiar plea- 
sure, as I trust I may regard it as a recognition of the fact that 
I have always strenuously opposed the monstrous and fatal 
doctrine that our profession is doomed to be divided into two 
hostile factions, with irreconcilable interests; and maintained 
and atted upon the more cheering truth, that Town and Coun- 
try are but the two halves of one body, capable of forming 
one single organization, having common duties and common 
interests, which can be best performed and promoted by com- 
mon and cordial action. 

It is with very great pleasure that I look forward to future 
and continued co-operation with the members of the Committee 
(towards whom I shall always entertain feelings of grateful re- 
gard) in promoting the valuable objects of the Association; and 
again thanking you for your kind and generous gift,—I am, 
Dear Sirs, Yours most truly and gratefully, 

WItttam SHAEN, 

To J. S. Torr, Esq., E. Bromley, Esq., and 

J. Beaumont, Esq., P. Rickman, Esq. 


sin 
a 


Law Students’. Fournal. 


EXAMINATION AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, 
Hinary Term, 1862. 

The examination of articled clerks was held at the hall ot 
the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, London, on the 
2lst and 22nd instant. The number of candidates who at- 
tended was 88. 

The examiners were Sir A. D. Croft, Bart., of the Court of 
Queen’s Bench, Mr. Ford, Mr. Ouvry, Mr. Janson, and Mr. 
Coverdale. 

Pl Croft presided and addressed the eandidates as 
ows :— 

“Gentlemen,—It affords great pleasure to my fellow ex- 
aminers and myself to attend this meeting; it is an agreeable 
task to witness so many young men, after the labours of their 
years of probation, about to pass ‘the last ordeal which will 
enable them to share in the advantages of an honourable and 
lucrative profession. 

“The questions which will be submitted to you are, besides 
the preliminary ones, divided into five heads; common law and 
conveyancing will be taken to-day, and equity, bankruptcy, 
and criminal law to-morrow. It is absolutely necessary you 
should answer a majority of the questions under the first three 
heads—common law, conveyancing, and equity—and it is 
hoped you will also answer as many as you can under the 
other two, not only to make up for any possible deficiency in 
the first three heads, but also with a view to the prizes which 
have been 80 liberally voted by this and other societies to those 
who show the greatest proficiency. 

“ The questions have been framed, not with a view to raise 
difficult or puzzling points, but are such elementary questions 
&3 any young man of average talent who has paid due atten- 
tion to business during his articles may be fairly expected to 
answer,” 

The master then concluded with the usual warning against 


| Red any assistance; and that answers were not 
to be brought up 
deration. 





half past 1, to give ample time for consi- 





QUESTIONS FOR THE EXAMINATION. 
TI, PRELIMINARY. 

1. Where, and with whom, did you serve your clerkship? 

2. State the particular branch or branches of the law to 
which you have principally applied yourself during your clerk- 
ship. 

3. Mention some of the principal law books which you have 
read and studied. 

4. Have you attended any, and whint, law lectures. 


II. Common anp SratuTe LAw AND PRACTICE OF THE 
Courts. 


5. A. having no personal interest in goods,.is sued for them 
by both C and D, are there any, and what, means by which he 
can obtain protection? 

6. Can the party entitled to a bond or bill of 
which he has lost, sue upon it, and how ought he to proceed 

7. A occupies apartments in the house of B, who being in 
arrear for tent, C, the superior landlord, distrains. Are the 
goods of A liable to be distrained, and if so, has he any, and 
what, remedy against B? 

8. For what debts is an infant liable? 

zee goods are privileged from being distrained, for 
rent 

10. What is the effect of a tender before action? 

11. State the general rule which vga the right of a de- 
fendant to a set-off in an action of debt. 
12. The Common Law Procedure Act of 1854 speaks of a 

garnishee, to whom is this term applied? 

18. A garnishee disputing his liability, by what means is it 
to be established? 

14. It is necessary on a trial to put in evidence a deed 
dated more than thirty years ago. w is this to be done? 

15. What is full notice, and what is short notice of trial, in 
@ town cause and in a country cause? 

16. What is full notice of countermand in a town cause 
and ina country cause? What is the effect of such notice 
on the costs of cause, and what is the effect of such a notice 


given after ant time? 
17, A sues B and C in ass; they defend jointly; verdict 
is against B and for C, at costs is A entitled to, and is 


C. entitled to any, and what, costs? 

18, At what time after verdict may judgment be signed, 
and can that time be shortened or deferred, and by what 
means? 

19. How can a judgment be made available which has been 
signed more than six years? 


III. Comveyancrna. 


20. A desires to mortgage his house in ve-square 
held on lease for ninety years to B, to secure ag the loan 


| of £5000. Write out verbatim the habendum in such mort- 


deed, and state the principle on which you would frame 
ft, and enumerate shortly the covenants and provisoes that you 
would insert in such mortgage deed. 

21. If A dies, leaving B, C, and D his executors, and B only 

roves his will, and dies, leaving C and D him surviving, 
Who will be the legal personal representative of A? 

22. If a widower dies intestate and without issue, leaving a 
mother, mother-in-law, sister, sister-in-law, two nephews, sons 
of a deceased brother, and a posthumous brother of the half- 
blood, him surviving, who will be entitled to his personal estate 
as his next of kin, and in what proportions? 

23. If a man dies intestate, possessed after payment of his 
debts, funeral and testamentary expenses of, 1, railway bonds, 
2, railway shares, 3, a king’s share in the New River Company, 
4, leaseholds for lives, 5, leaseholds for years, 6, a policy for 
£5000 on the life of another person, 7, oop holds of inherit. 
ance, and 8, a freehold house, leaving a widow and five sons 
and five daughters him surviving, upon whom will each of 
these several description of property devolve, and in what pro- 


portions? 
24. Transcribe the form of attestation to a deed, codicil, 
for the Middlesex registry. 


25. State in detail the requisites for registration of a mort- 
gage at the Middlesex office, and state what deeds are exempted 
from registration at the Middlesex office. 

26. If a testator dies leaving personal property in France, 
India, and Canada, and not transferable in England, are such 
assets liable to probate and legacy duty? 

27. What is waste by a lessee of a house and of a meadows 
what is the effect on the lessee’s title if he commits waste; and 
what is the effect of the reservation in the lessee of a meadow 
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of an additional rent of £20 per acre, if the grass is broken 
up and converted into tillage? 

28. If a bastard dies intestate and unmarried, what becomes 
of his real and personal property respectively? 

29. Define the diflerence between a remainder, a reversion, 
and an executory devise. 

30. Give three instances of an executory devise. 

31. What is a heriot? claimable, by whom, from whom, and 
when? 

$2. When copyholds are not subject to a fine certain, what 
fine is usually paid to the lord of the manor on death and 
alienation, and if the devises are three trustees, how is the 
fine usually calculated? 

33. Can a rectory or vicarage be charged by the incumbent 
by Pg Seiya of attorney, or paged perene! 

Lo 4 voluntary conveyance and personal estate 

be defeated, and how? , 


IV. Equiry ANp Pracrice or Tue Courts. 


35. Give some instances in which a court of equity will set 
aside a deed or contract, and state the grounds on which the 
Court acts in such instances. ° 

36. State what bills it would be irregular for a defendant to 
move to dismiss for want of prosecution. 

37. Will a court of equity ever refuse to degree the specific 
performance of contracts? If so, in what cases? 

38, In what cases has a court of equity concurrent jurisdiction 
with a court of common law? 

39. How is the consent of a married woman taken to an 
application for sale under the Settled Estates’ Act? and what 
persons are incompetent to take such consent? 

40. When a sole plaintiff becomes bankrapt, and the assignee 
neglects to proceed, what coutse is open to the defendant? 

41. What relief is an equitable mortgagee entitled to at the 
hands of the Court of Chancery, and by what means is it to be 


ao go slit 
42, @ plaintiff file a replication to the answer of a 
deceased defendant ? 


43. If a person purchase an estate sold under the direction 
of the Court of , to whom does he pay the : 
money, when he is entitled to a conveyance, and who bears the 
expense of o its execution? 

44. An estate is devised pear ti seepees Se sae 
Certain pecuniary legacies are to be paid by the trustees out o 
proceeds. The will does not contain any trustees’ receipt 
clause. The estate is sold to A. B. who pays his purchase- 
money to the trustees. “The trustees neglect to pay the legacies. 
Have the legatees any claim for their legacies on A. B 
the estate sold to him? State the reasons for your answer. 

45. In what mode can the oral testimony of a witness re- 
siding in a foreign country be obtained? 

46. Cana defendant, and in any, and what, circumstances, 
read his co-defendant’s answer against the plaintiff? 

47, State the several modes of instituting proceedings in the 
Court of Chancery. 

48. A married woman is entitled to a sum of money standing 
in the name of the Accountant-General of the Court of Chan- 
cery. It is not subject to any settlement or trust. To whom 
soho pouty pegel’s ond how is is to te chine ed ? 

49. Can a defendant obtain an order for production of docu- 
ments by co-defendant; and if so, how can he obtain such 


production? 
V. Bankruptcy AND PRACTICE OF THE CouRTS. 


50. Explain the general objects of the bankrupt laws in relation 
to creditors and debtors respectively. 

51. What classes of persons are under the present law liable 
to be made bankrupt, or entitled to the protection of the bank- 
rupt laws? 

te. What persons are still traders within the meaning of the 
bankrupt laws? 

63. Can infants, executors, and foreigners respectively 
become traders, and as such, liable to the bankrupt laws? 

54. State the rights of joint and separate creditors as regards 
the joint and separate estates of a bankrupt firm. 

55. How, and by whom, are the assignees of a bankrupt estate 

inted 


"i. At what time does ™~ = of the pour gor Aa yd bank- 

’s property accrue, and is there any, and w ifference 
stad eer nad personal property as to the time of its com- 
mencement? 


57, What must be the amount of the debt of a single petition- 
ing creditor, and the aggregate amount of the debts of two, 


three, or more creditors to support an adjudication and has the 
recent statate made any alteration in this respect? 

58. How should a creditor, who holds a legal from 
a bankrupt, proceed to enforce his security, and would pro- 
ceedings be in any way varied by the circumstance of its being 
a legal mortgage with or without a power of sale, or merely an 
equitable mortgage? 

59. What are the conditions under which a bankrupt can be 
discharged from liability in respect of covenants entered into 
as a lessee? 

60. What disposing powers has the court over the copyhold 
or customary lands of the bankrupt? 

61. May bond fide ereditors prove debts contracted after the 
act of bankruptcy? 

62 What is the nature and extent of the protection afforded 
to a debtor by the granting an order of discharge? 

63. What are the acts in respect of which a debtor, who is 
not a trader, may be adjudged bankrupt? 

64. Can the creditors stay the proceedings in 
and direct the estate to be wound up in some other way? 
so, what majority of creditors is required for the 
what meetings and notice are required for the purpose? 


VI. Caiman Law anp PRoceEDINGS BEFORE THE Macis- 
TRATES. 

65. Have you read the Acts of Parliament of last session for 
consolidating and amending the Criminal law, or any, and 
which of such Acts? ial it ae paatan- 

66. A person is char; ith ¢ separate 
the three be included in the same indictment, and if so, under 
what statute? . 

67. Can accessories to a felony be indicted after the convié- 
tion of the principal, and if so, under what statute? 

68. Con 9 peta be summarily punished for stealing 
domestic animals, and if so under what statute? 


and 


69. Is it felony or misdemeanour (state to cancel or 
obliterate the title deeds of another man’s and if so, 
under what statute? 

70. Is it felony or misdemeanour (state which) in a clerk or 
servant to embezzle chattels or 8, OF intrusted 


to him by his employer, and under what statute? 

71. Is it felony or misdemeanour (state which) if a director 
or public officer of a company naiunauaaes 
property belonging to such company, and under what statute? 

72. Are persons who riotously and tumultously assemble 
and destroy or injure any house, liable to punishment, and if 
they are under what statute? 4 d 

73. Is it a punishable offence to destroy or injure a book, 


manuscript, ot work of art in a public museum, and if it be so 

under what — inate satis 
74. How is appearance & person 

on 8 conviction, and under what statute? 


ummary 
75. Is it felony or misdemeanour (state ‘en to. forge or 
alter an exchequer bill or exchequer bond, under what 
statute? 

76. What is the legal distinction between murder and man- 
slaughter? : 

77. State a few of the offences for which a criminal informa- 
tion may be filed at the suit of the Attorney-General? 


78. What is the prineipal power to punish offenders given to 
magistrates by the Jurisdiction Act of 18 & 19 Vict., 
c. 126 





LAW LECTURES AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, 1861-62, © 

Mr. Tuomas Henry Happan on Equity, Monday, 
January 27. ; 

Mr. Freeman Ottver Hanus, on Conveyancing, Friday, 
January 31. ; 
ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS. 

Hilary Term, 1862. 

The Master of the Rolls has appointed Friday, the Slst 
day of January, 1862, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, at 
four in the afternoon, for swearing in solicitora. 

Every person desirous of being sworn in on the above day 
must Jeave his common law admission, or his of 
practice for the current year, at the Secretary’s Office, Rolls- 
yard, Chancery-lane, on or before Thursday, the 20th of 








January. 
| The papers of those gentlemen who cannot be admitted at 
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common law till the last day of term will be received at the 
Secretary’s Office up to 12 o'clock on that day, after which time 
no papers can be received. 





ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


The following days have been appointed for the admission of 
attorneys in the Court of Queen’s Bench: — 


Thursday, January 30. | Friday, January 31. 


-™ 
> 


Public Companies. 





BILLS IN PARLIAMENT 


For THE FormaTIoN or New Lines or RAILWAY IN 
ENGLAND AND WALES. 

The Standing Orders have been complied with in the follow- 
ing cases :— 

ABERYSTWITH AND.WELSsH Coast. 

New lines to Dolgelly, Aberystwith Harbour, Pwllheli, and 
Porthdynlyn. Capital, £250,000. 

Anpover axD GREAT WEsTERN, AND ANDOVER, GREAT 
WESTERN, AND SOUTHAMPTON. 

To connect these lines with the Great Western at Newbury. 
Capital, £340,000. 

Bristot anD SoutH WESTERN JUNCTION. 

New lines to unite Salisbury and Yeovil and the Midland 
and Somerset Central. Capital, £750,000. 

Crystal PaLace AND SourH JUNCTION. 

New line commencing by a junction with the Metro- 
politan Extension of the London, Chatham, and Dover Railway 
near the Basington-read, Lambeth, and terminating at the 
Crystal Palace, together with a line from the Metropolitan 
Extension at Camberwell, terminating near the west end of 
Champion Park, to be defrayed by a new capital of £675,000 in 
new shares and £225,000 by borrowing on mortgage. 

LAUNCESTON AND SoutH Devon. 
New line from Tavistock to Launceston. Capital, £180,000. 


’ Lonpon, CHATHAM; AND Dover. 

Extension to Walmer and Deal. Capital, £150,000. 

Lonpon anp SourH WESTERN, 

Branch from Wareham to Knowle, and other purposes. 
Capital, £500,000. 

MaAncHESTER, SHEFFIELD, AND LINCOLNSHIRE, 

New line from Toxteth Park to Liverpool, and for other 
purposes, Capital, £395,000. 

Maryport AND CARLISLE. 
Branch to Bolton and Wigton. Capital, £100,000. 
METROPOLITAN AND THAMES VALLEY. 
New lines from Great Western to Richmond, Hampton, 
Shepperton, and Chertsey. Capital, £250,000. 

Norwich AnD SPALDING. 

New line from Sutton. Capital, £75,000. 
RapsTock AND KEYNSsHAM. 

Branches to, from Great Western. Capital, £160,000, 

ROSsINGTON AND GAINSBOROUGH. 
New line. Capital, £330,000. 
SEVENOAKS. 

New lines from Otford to Igtham, with extensions to the 
South-Eastern at Maidstone and Tunbridge. Capital, 
£750,000, 

Sout Devon TO MORETONHAMPSTEAD. 
Capital, £195,000, 
Soutu-EasTerRx. 


New lines from Deptford to ‘Tunbridge, and from Lewisham 
to Dartford. Capital, £1,200,000. 


Sourm YORKSHIRE, 
Extension to Hull. Capital, £400,000. 
Sours YORKSHIRE, 
New lines near Sheffield and Thorne. Capital, £100,000. 





STocKTON AND DARLINGTON. 
New lines to Towlaw and Crook. 


West CHESHIRE. 


New line from Mouldsworth to Chester, and branches to 
Birkenhead Railway. Capital, £200,000. 


Raltway AND Joint-Stock CoMPANIES IN PARLIAMENT. 
—On the 18th inst. Messrs. Smith and Frere, the examining 
barristers appointed by the House of Lords and Commons to 
inquire into and report upon the numerous applications for now 
railways and joint-stock companies, commenced the labours of 
the session in committee rooms 16 and 17 of the House of 
Commons. There was a large attendance of the parliamentary 
agents, solicitors, and of parties promoting the various projects 
the total number amounting to 329. Of this number 178 are 
for new railways, exclusive of about 100 other railway bills for 
lease, amalgamation, financial and other arrangements; and, in 
addition to these, 15 projects for municipal improvements and 
markets throughout the country, 14 for harbours and ferries, 12 


for new water companies, 8 for new gas companies, 8 for 


sewerage, drainage, and reclamation, 3 for docks, 3 for river 
embankments, including the Thames north and south, 2 for 
telegraph companies, and others for police, insuraces, fire 
brigades, and roads in the United Kingdom. 


La 





University Entelligence. 


CAMBRIDGE, Jan, 18. 


The Regius Professor of Laws has given notice that the 
Examination for his Certificate will be held on Monday, the 27th 
of January, at 10 a.m., in the Senate-house. Candidates are 
requested to send in their names to him at West Lodge, Down- 
ing College, on or before Saturday, the 25th. He also gives 
notice that his Grace the Chancellor of the University having 
been pleased to signify his intention to continue the prize estab- 
lished by the late lamented Prince Consort, for the encourage- 
ment of Legal Studies, the Examination will commence on 
Monday, the 10th of February, at 10 a.m., in the Senate house. 
Candidates for the same are resquested to forward their names, 
Colleges, and the date of their Degree, to the Regius Professor 
at the above address, on or before Saturday, the 8th February. 

N.B. The Lectures of the Regius Professor of Laws com- 
mence on Wednesday, the 29th inst., ct 11 a.m., in the Law 
School, 


edited 
> 





Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 

GUNNER—On Jan. 11, at Bishop's Waltham, the wife of Charles James 
Gunner, Esq., solicitor, of a son. 

NICHOLSON—On Jan 20, at Boltons, West Brompton, the wife of J. Wil- 
son Nicholson, Esq., solicitor, of a son. 

PRATT—On Jan. 18, at Newark-upon-Trent, the wife of Becher Pratt, 
Esy., solicitor, of a daughter. 

TURNER—On Jan. 20, at 10, Park Village West, the wife of Edmond R. 
Turner, Esq., barrister-at-law, of Lincoln’s-inn, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 

ALCOCK—KING—On Jan. 21, John Alcock, Esq., of Burslem, Stafford- 
shire, surgeon, to Emily, daughter of Samuel King, Esq., solicitor, of 19, 
Camden-square. 

GENTLE—JOBSON—On Nov. 16, at Belize, Honduras, John Gentle, Esq., 
to Rachel Scott, daughter of the late David Jobson, Esq., solicitor, Dun- 
dee. 

LUSHINGTON-—-MORGAN—On Jan. 21, Franklin Lushington, Esq., of 
the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, to Kate Maria, daughter of the late 
Rev. James Morgan, vicar of Corston, Somerset. 

TROTTER—KEATINGE—On Jan. 18, at Dublin, Coutts Trotter, Ean. of 
Dreghorn, N.B.,to Harriet Augusta, daughter of the Right Hon, Richard 
Keatinge, Judge of the Probate Court of Ireland. 


DEATHS. 
ABRAM—On Jan. 21, Miss Georgina Abram, daughter of the late John 
Abram, Esq., of the Middle Temple. 
ALLNATT—On Jan, 17, Charles Blake Allnatt, Esq., barrister-at-law, 
aged 70, 


ARCHIBALD—On Jan. 15, Joanna, the widow of the late Hon. S. G. W. 
fe LL.D., formerly Master of the Ro,ls for the Province of Nova 
Scot 

BRANSCOMB—On Jan. 19, Walter Branscomb, Esq., solicitor, in the 64th 
year of his age. 

FUTVOYE—On Jan 21, Jane Elizabeth, the wife of Edward Futvoye, Esq., 
of John-street, -row, in her 4ist year. 

HILL—On Jan. 20, Henry, son of the late Thomas Hill ., of Brighton 
solicitor, aged 56, Vite f 




















Jan. 25, 1862. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 221 








sre Jan. 20, Sarah, relict of the late George Johnson, Esq., of 
Ki Bench- walk, Temple, aged 82. 

PAYNE On 4 Jan. 15, aged 40, George Payne, Esq., solicitor, Bradford, 
Yorks 

> a Jan. 14, Richard Clegg Sutcliffe, Esq., solicitor, in his 


th year. 
TANDY On Jan. 13, ee Tandy, Esq., Taxing Master, Court of 
Chancery, Ireland, aged 64 


————— 
Rondon Gazettes. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Frivay, Jan. 17, 1862. 
Nixon, James Edward, & William Henry Wright Cross, 58 Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, Middlesex, Attorneys and Solicitors. By mutual consent. Jan 16. 


TuEspay, Jan. 21, 1862. 
East, Alfred Baldwin, & Edwin Parry, yg and Solicitors, 45 Ann-st, 
Birmingham. By mutual consent. Jan 14, 


BBAindings-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
Fruiway, Jan. 17, 1862. 
Untimitep mv CHANCERY. 

Consols Insurance Association.—Petition for winding up, presented Jan 16, 
will be heard before the Master of the Rolls on Jan 25. Greville & 
Tucker, Solicitors for the Petitioners, 28 St. Swithin’s-lane, London 

Life Assurance Treasury.—V.C. Wood will proceed, on Jan 29 at 12, to 
settle the list of contributories of this company. 

Mitre General Life Assurance and Family Endowment Association.—The 
Moster of the Rolls will proceed, on Feb 4 at 1, to settle the list of con- 
tributories of this company. 


Limrrep In Bankruptcy. 
and Manchester Tar aud Turpentine ema Bas» Patent Ena- 
Cloth Company (Limited).—Order to wind-up, 24. Creditors to 
“mala Gioeh Company Li Evans on Feb 27 at 11. P. Johnson, Ba- 
singhall-st, has been nppointed official liquidator. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
TorspaY, Jan. 14, 1862. 


Barr, William, Curtain-rd, Middlesex, and 1, Clarence-pl.;Hackney-rd, Mid- 
dlesex, Cabinet Maker. March 1. Sols. Roscoe & Hincks, 14, King-st, 
Finsbury-sq. 

= Ann, formerly of Leamington Priors, and afterwards of the Me- 

dical Benevolent College, Epsom, Surrey, Widow. Feb 20. Sols Cow- 
dell & Boyer, 21 Abchurch-lane, London 

» William Godby, Down House, Ashley =. i Wholesale 
Draper. Feb 28. Bevan, Girling, & Press, B: 

Taher, William, Thornthorpe, Yorkshire, Gent. arch tie Sols A. & W. 
Simpson, New Malton. 

‘West, Thomas, North _-, Norfolk, Farmer. Feb 15. Sols Kerrison 
& Preston, Bank- -st, Norwic’ 

Wynyard, George Henry. Major in her an ‘3 58th Regiment. March 
31. Sol Young, 9 New-sq, Lincoln’s- 


Farivar, Jan. 10, 1862. 


Boord. John Elkington, 17 Vineyard, Bath, Gent. March 1. Sols Gill & 
Bush, 3 Miles-bidgs, Bath. 

Fieldsend, Richard Smith, South Wiltingham, Lincolnshire, Farmer. 
April 14. Sols Ingoldby & Bell, Town Hall, Louth. 

Gordon, Eliza Briggs, 114 Fitzgerald-st, Little cay ee Bradford, 
Widow. March 1. Sols J. & J. R. W. Thompson, Br.df 

Hobbins, — Stewton, Lincolnshire, Farmer. April 14. Sols Ingoldby 
& Bell, Town Hall, Louth. 

ard Joseph, Stretton-under-Foss, Warwickshire, Farmer, March 1. 

Woodcock, Twist, & Woodcock, Coventry, and W. & E. Harris, 


beste. 
Jones, Edward, Bodwenni, Liandderft], Merionethshire, Esq. Feb 22. 
Sols Royle Hy James, Llanfyllin, M ontgomeryshire. 


King, Thomas, Green-st, Linsted, Kent, Lime Burner & Carter. March 1, 
‘Sol Johnson, Faversham 
. John, Burley, Otley, Yorkshire, Farmer. March 1. Sol Siddall, 


selticke ‘James, Bleadon, Somersetshire, Gent. March 25, Sol Chapman, 
Weston-super- Mare. 

Sharp, Thomas Snuggs, 13 Nelson-sq, Christ Church, Surrey, Gent. Feb 
20. Sols Terrell & Chamberlain, 30 Basirghall-st, ‘London. 

Tanner, Thomas, Thurlow-place, Norwood, Surrey, and Long Room, Cus- 
tom House, London, Agent. Feb 10, Sol Armstrong, 83 Old Jewry, 


London 
TuespaY, Jan, 21, 1862. 

Arundale, Charlies John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Banker’s Clerk. Feb 18. 
Sols Fenwicks & Falconar, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, 

De Fivas, Victor, late of 3 Rosedale-ter, Notting-hill, but formerly of 17 
York pl, City- 0} Middlesex. and also formerly of George-st, Edinburgh, 
Gent. March 1. Sol Truefitt, 4 Essex-ct, Middle Temple. 

Killingbeck, Robert Wil'iam, Swaffham Privr, Cambridgeshire, Farmer. 
Feb 22. Sols Webster & Riches, 17 Emmanuel-st, Cambridge, and Bar- 
low, St. Andrew-st, Cambridge. 

Merest, James Drage. formerly of The Moat, Soham, Cambridgeshire, but 
late of Ryde, Isle of Wight, Esq. Feb 22. Sols Webster & Riches, 17 
Emmanuel-st, Cambridge. 

Wood, John, Ditcheling, Sussex, Gent. March 16, Sols Gell & Son, Lewes. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
eet te Jan. 14, 1862. 


Earle, Thomas, hy Sage covey Wadena, Funeral Cantage' | ta 


Master. Feb 10. ate v, Earle, M.R. 





Holmes, aie West Parade, Kingston-upon-Hull, Esq. Feb 4. Garrod 
v. Holmes, V. C. Wood. 
Rooth, Joseph. 8 [rao Der>yshire, Gent. Feb 19. Rice v. Rooth, 


V. C. Kindersle: 
Farway, Jan. 17, 1862. 
Adams, John, Liverpool, as Feb. 12. Dickson v. Adams. M.R. 
, Samuel, ay End House, Cromhall, Gloucestershire. Feb 13. 
rv. r, 
aes Themee. 8 5 Well-st, Wellclose-sq, Middlesex, Oil and Colourman. 
Feb 14. Dighton ». Withers, M.R. 
—_ , Elizabeth, Midlavant, Sussex, Spinster. Feb 14. Young v. Hardy, 
M 


Hargreaves, ntepeey Hart Common, Lancashire, Common Carrier. Feb 14.. 


largreaves , M.R. 
—_— James, St. Mary ‘Axe, London, Wholesale Tea Dealer, and of 7 
Albion- — Albion-road, Middlesex. Feb 18. Miller v. Ashwell, 


V. ©. Stuai 
Parker, ean Came. North House, West-sq, Lambeth, and late 
of the City of Paris, Gent. Feb 28. Wilkinson v. Pearse, V. C. Kin~ 


Tooth, Griffith, we Uttoxeter, Staffordshire, Shoemaker. Feb 15. 


Williams, Samuel, “rynuch . Clwyd, Denbighshire, 
Farmer, Feb 10. ome «: Wilts, 

Wilson, John Grant, Bristol, Surgeon. March 1. Maynard v. Wilson, 
V. C. Kindersl 


ey. 
Turspay, Jan. 21, 1862. 


Adams, Edmonds, Barge-yard, Bucklersbury, London, and London- 
_—, Surrey, Merchant. March 1. Nelson ¢. Dixon, V. Kine 


lersiey. 
Bellis, John, Ewloe, Flintshire, Yeoman. Feb 17, Bellis y. Jones, V.C- 
Stuar' 


tuart. 
Creasy,’ Matilda, 12 Great Winchester-st, London, Spinster. Feb 19, 


Smith ov. Creasy, MLR. 
Delafield, Joseph, a Peonetener eth Middlesex, Esq. Feb 8. Nazario 9, 


»V.C 


Dewrance, John, Great Dover-st, Southwark, Engineer, Feb15. Dew- 
v. Dew V.C. Wood. 


rance 9. rance, 

Ffolkes, Sir William John bey 4 poe Hillington Hall, Norfolk, Bart, 
Feb 20. Ffolkes ». Gurney, M 

Granger, Jane, | Church-st, tS Widow. Feb 25, Newham »e. 
Carter, V. C. Kindersley. 

—— George, Hayes, Middlesex, Gent. Feb 1. Cook v. Drew, ¥. C, 


| Mary Ann, ee oe Cottage, Hayes, Middlesex, Widow. Feb 1. _ 


Cook v. Maynard, V. C. 
Mcek, Elizabeth, York, Widow. Feb 17. je v. Wood, V. C. Stuart. 
Oxley, Ambrose, formerly of Marazion, Cornwall, and late 

Lincolnshire, Gent. Feb 15. Michell v.  sepenon. C. Wood. 
Walcot, William, Stoke-st, Milborough, Salop, Esq. Feb 14, Walcot. 

Graham, M.R. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
TuEspaY, Jan. 14, 1862. 
Aitken, David, Boston, Common Brewer. Jan 4. Sols Holiway & Har- 


wood, iton. 

Pine, William, Watford, Grocer. Dec 17. Sol Sedgwick, Watford, 

Simpson, Benjamin, Scarborough, Draper. Dec 24. Sols Van Sandan & 
Cumming, 13 King-st, Cheapside, 

Taylor, Joseph, Kirton-in-Lindsey, Lincolnshire, Brewer. Dec 31. Sols 
Heaton & Oldman, Gainsborough. ‘ 


Tuespay, Jan. 21, 1862. 


Allen, Thomas, Durham, Innkeeper. Dec 18. Sol George, Gloucester. 
Betts, William Henry, Church-st, Hackney, Middlesex, Ironmonger, 
Jan7. Sol Hackwood, 7 Walbrook, London. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptey Act, 1861. 
Tusspar, Jah. 14, 1862, 
Abraham, moet, Barton-upon-Humber, Draper. Dec 18. Assigne 


ment. Reg Jan 13. 
Anderson, Richard, Wellingborough, Contractor. Dec 20. Composition, 


Reg Jan 13. 
bas or John, Meadow-st, Sheffield, Grocer. Dec 13. Assignment, Reg 
jan 10. 
Bean, p Seemann, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer, Dec 16. Assignment. 
‘an 10. 


Bennett, John, 28 Hart-st, Bloomsbury, and 10 High-st, Camden-town, 
Middlesex, Artists’: Pencil and Brash Manufacturer. Jan7. Compo- 
sition. Reg Jan 13. 

Bridger, Alfred, Adelaide-rd, Saltley, near Birmingham, Dealer in 
Watches and Jewellery. Dec 14. Assignment. Reg Jan 10, 

Broadbent, Bathia, Shepley, Yorkshire, Shopkeeper. Dec 27. 


Reg Jan 13. 
Chadwick, George, Masborough, Yorkshire, Builder. Dec 31. Composi- 
tion. Reg Jan il. 
—s a Coombs, Suffolk, Auctioneer. Dec 30. Assignment. 


Dewees, Northamptonshire, Malster. Dec 21. Assign- 

ment. Keg Jan 

Dunham, John, 343 Strand, Middlesex, Dealer in Boots and Shoes, Jan 
6. Composition. Reg Jan 10. 

Epworth, Henry, Rotherham, Printer and Stationer. Dec 14. Assign- 
ment. Reg Jan il 

Feast, Robert Walton, & Henry Feast, Earl-st, Finsbury, Olimen. Jan 
4. Assignment. Reg Jan 11. 

Hare, Francis John, Ember-cottage, Thames Ditton, » Clerk in 

«. Office of Commander-in-chief. Lec 17. Arrangement. dan il. 

Henderson, William, Darlington, Draper. Dee 16, Composition. Reg 
Jan 13. 

Inzram, James George, Tottenham-ct rd, Middlesex, Woollen Draper. 
Dee 23. Composition. Reg Jan 9. 

Lavia, ag i William Lewis, Bute-st, Cardiff, Glamorganshire, Out- 
fitters. Composition. Reg Jan 11, 

wiess, Benji, anes Gap, Tailor. Dec 13, Assign- 

ment. Reg Jan 
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a oes Lawrence, Rochdale, Grocer. Doc 16. Assignment. Reg 


lan 10. 

rer Jacob Matthias, 24 b ggg matey Clerkenwell, Middlesex, Jewel- 
Dec 19. Conveyance. 

Phill William, be oe Laurian, "eteihiaure, Grocer: Dec 14, 


Reg Jan 
Setby,Chares Landport, Hants, Greengrocer. Dee 14, Composition. 
jan 
seabeeentts i we Bye ene Glamorganshire, Baker. Dec 14. 
Oe. gig tt 
a . Mary-st, Hants, Draper. Jan 7. Composition. 
Reg Jan 10. 


Wild, George, Devizes, Innkeeper. Dec 30. Assignment. Reg Jan li. 
4 Walter Williams, 88 be a Ebury-st, Pimlico, Upholiterer. Dec. 
Assignment. Reg Jan 9. 
Fripay, Jan, 17, 1862. 


Austin, 3 7g Peter, Sunderland, Ship Builder. Dec. 19. Assignment. 
Jan 14, 
iGharies bg mee , Staffordshire, Grocer and Provision Dealer. Jan 6. 


Beale, William, 10 Plumstead- -pl, age ~ gf “es and 54 High-st, Woolwich, 
Kent, Grocer and Cheesemonger. is Jan 15. 
2 7 ton Henry, eed "Hackney, dlesex, Ironmonger. 


Blight. Themes, 6 St rAd Goraeek, Grocer and Draper. Dec 21. Con- 
veyance. 
Brand, Samuel, i hoa st, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Dec 19, 


Composition. i5 
ay ~~ an Salford, Machine Maker. Jan 6. Assignment. 


Jan 
Edwards, Evan, Red Cow Inn, Caerphilly, ap ed Licensed 
Victualler and Farmer. Dec 19. Jan 1 
Gertats, William, Tregony, Cornwall, encultural eats Maker. 
Dec 31. Assignment. Reg Jan 
r George Kennedy, 13 Chenies-st, London. Dec 31, Assignment, 
jan 13, 
a Geoene, 59 Great rg Oxford-st, Middlesex, Builder. 
4, 


Dee 21. Reg Ja 
Gordon, Ale sander Thoma, 1 eae tt Yesaintes, Middlesex, Railway 


Contractor. 4. 
— —— 3 vind oon a — Cam ok. Middlesex, Draper. 
Jan 15, 
Jenin 3 John ye ey Carmarthan, Attorney-at-Law. Dec 19. Assign- 


5. 
Jenkingon William, Salford, Iron Merchant (Jenkinson & Co). Dec 
18. Assignment. Jan 13. " 
ae Christopher, Sheffield, Draper. Dec 26. Composition. Reg 


Liley, James, Ripon, . Dec20. Assignment. Reg Jan 16. 
Moore, Henry John, tead, Essex, Corn, Coal, and Seed Merchant. 
Jan6. Assignment. re feo 15, 
Moysey, Thomas, Prospect-pl, U; gent Clapton, seated Grocer and Tea 
Dealer. 19. Assignment. "ter en 
liam, Beaconsfield, ey Bocktnghamshire Draper and 


. Assignment. Reg Jan 16. 
coieti Hil} Foot, Sheffield, Widow and Miller. Jan 7. Assignment. 
lan 17. 
a Eccles, Lancashire, Builder. Dec 20. Assignment. Reg 
nie. Samuel, 38 Leyland-st, Blackburn, Grocer'and Draper. Dee 19, 
Composition. Reg Jan 15. 
Rittens, Joseph, 64 Berners-st, Oxford-st, Middlesex, Milliner. Jan11. 
Assignment. Reg Jan 13. 
Samuel, Moses, Aberaven, Gemermastion, Pawnbroker and Watchmaker. 
Dec 30. Assignment. Keg Jan 15. 
sinbering, George, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorganshire, Timber Merchant. 
Dec 18. Assignment. Reg Jan 15. 
Wren, Thomas, Luton, Bedfordshire, Straw Hat Mannfacturer. Dec 17, 
Assignment. Reg Jan 14. 
TuEspay, Jan, 21, 1862. 
_— * eeang Boston, Common Brewer. Jan 4, Assignment. Reg. 
lan | 
— ay Luton, Bedfordshire, Straw Hat and Bonnet Manufacturer. 
Py nt. an 18. 
vile: i , Diana-ter, ‘Cemetery: Sheffield, Stone Mason. Jan 2. 


Composition. Jan 
Fairhead, samen Eth Thomas Blomfield Fairhead, 7 Borough-market, 
Southwark, + esd ee Uewden, Jan 14, Inspectorship. Yo ar 17. 
a gg aly oa London, Proyision Merchant. Jan 16, Assign- 
ment. Reg Jan 20 
; 7 aad Sunderland, Upholsterer. Dec 31, Assignment. Reg 
jan 18, 
eres Pa ees, Builder. Assignment and arrange- 
Holmes, ins. Morley, Yorkshire, Cloth Manufacturer. Jan 7. Reg 


Jan 18. 
Stockport, Draper. Jan 14. Composition. Jan 18, 
Charles Michael, 54 Redcross-st, Cripplegate, re ey waren 
turer of tot Dec 18. Assignment, Reg Jan 18, 
» Watford, Grocer. Dec 17. 1 a Reg Jan 14, 
roprg » Scarborough, Draper. Dec 24. Assignment. 


Se , Glamorganshire, Draper. Jan 1. Assign- 
ment. a 
Tregear, Mary, Hants, Hosier, Dec 30. Assignment. Reg Jan 17. 


Bankruypis. 
TuxEsparY, Jan. 14, 1862, 
— beatae Cross-st, Leeds, Shopkeeper. Pet Jan 7. Leeds, 


y, Emanuel, | Bank-chmbrs, ee ae London, Share Broker. 
Pet Jan 11. London, Jan 30. Sol Stackpoole, Pinner’s-hall. 
Blackmore, Fdward a hal 12 River-ter, York-rd, Islington, 6 
Baker. Pet Jan 8 (in forma pauperis 
-ct, Chancery 


Middlesex 
). London, Jan 28. Sol Holt, 





Jan, 25, 1862. 
Boone, Ric! Manchester, Furniture Broker. Pet Jan 
9. Manchester,Jan 25. Sol Swan, i 
Bourne, Th W Salop, Brickmaker. Pet Jan 10, 


omas, Wattlesborough, 

Shrewsbury, Feb 10. Sol Dobson, Shrew: 

Bowden, George, 11 & 12 White st, Bristol, Beer-house Keeper. Pet Jan 
10. Bristol, Feb 6. Sols Bevan, Girling, & Press. Bristol. 

Bromfield, John, 14 Orchard-st, Swansea, Journeyman Brewer. Pet Jan 
9. Swansea, Feb4. Sol Morris, Swansea. 

Brown, Alfred Hall, Norwich, Haberdasher. Pet Jan 11. London, Jan 28, 
Sol Chidley, 25, Old Jewry. 

Burges, James, Weston-super-Mare, Builder. Pet Jan 13. Bristol, Jan 
28. Sols Chapman, Weston-super-Mare, Trenerry, Bristol. 

Carr, Henry John, Bradwell, Essex, a Retired Commander in the Royal 
Navy. Pet Jan 9. Maldon, Jan 30. Sol Diaby, Maldon. 

Carson, Robert, & William Carson, No’ » Builders, Pet Jan 9. 
hee gg ia We ca gg hi diet 0 

illiam, ngboroug’ ’ Innkeeper. ani. end 

pom Jan21. Sol Sherwood, Wi 

Cherry, Josiah, Cambrian Stores, 13 Castle- 
Licensed Victualler. Pot dent, London’ ea te. 8a Lote Abas, 
“ian og Ton b Lewis, 8 Ont 


Pet Jan 10. Lond 
Litchfield, Newcastle. 
il ag Prentice, 1 
oir ome erat 


Easton, oemaker. Pet Jan 9, 
ii William, “tessingion, Bete en hee Gon ond Pet Jan 10. 
Birmingham Sols East & Parry Birminghe, : 
Cocksedge, George Francis, 14 Beayon-roed, De Beauvoir 
sex, ape baggy one Pi il, ‘toe Jan re: 
Pate H ° “7 Gainsborough, Fishmonger and Innkeeper. 
Gainst ae , Jan 23. Sol Bladen, Gain ie Jen 
combi: Charles, Southconrt, Linslade, Aylesbury, » Pet Jan 6, 


Londou, Jan 30. Sols. Doyle, 2 Verulam-bl Aylesbury, 
Cowburn, "John, Millbridge, near Joiner. Pet Jan 13. Leeds, Jan 


27. Sols Sykes, Heckmondwike, Bond & Ba: Leeds, 
Dale, , Penzance, Cornwall, Baker. Jan 11. Exeter, Jan x8. Sol 
Flond, Exeter. 


Dalgleish, James, 48 st, Liverpool, Ironmonger. Pet Jan 10. Li 
MeL Jun 28. Sol Hasbeod, tverpool. on 

Dicker, Andrew, West End Livery Stables, King-st, Hammersmith, Mid- 
dlesex, Job Master and Livery Stable Keeper. Pet Jan 10, London, 
Jan 30. Sol Holt, Quality-ct. 

Ellis, Thomas, Small Bridge, near Rochdale, Builder. Pet Jan 8. Roch- 
dale, Jan 27. Sol Whitehead, Rochdale. 

Frederick Hamilton, Whitehaven, Supervisor of Excise. Pet 

Jan 10, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jan 28. Sol Chartres, Newcastle-upon- 


Tyne. 

Evans, John, Crooms-grove, Greenwich, Town Traveller. Pet Jan 7. 

vokes fn Wim, oT Lap oa, eae ee ta 
eakes, John m up Pimlico, Middlesex, Plumber 
Painter. London, Jan 28. Sol Venn, 3 New-inn, ad y 
Fischel, gy ciehpeneipnenaete. Fenchurch-st, London, Mer- 
chant. Pet Jan il. London, Jan 29. Sols Lawrance, ews & eres, 
Old Jewry-chambers. 

Fish, Charles, Rodmin, Greengrocer. Pet Jan 9, Bodmin, Jan 24. Sol 
Commins, Bodmin, 

Fox, William, Great Yarmouth, Publican. Pet Jan6. Great Yarmouth, 
Jan 22. Sol Reynolds, Great Yarmouth. 

Frost, Henry, 30 Union-st East, Spital-fields-market, Grocer and Oilman. 
Pet Jan 9. London, Jan 24. Sols Marshall and Son, Hatton-garden, 
Gamble, Thomas, Huntingdon, Potatoe Dealer. Pet Jan 11, Leeds, Jan 

30. athe eens gt "a & Barwick, Leeds. 
Garland, Edwin A’ t ‘ortswood, Hants, Solicitor's Clerk 
Pet Jan 10. London, Jan 28, Sols Paterson & Son, 7 Bouverie-st, 
Willlens eens t. Walworth, Si 
Gees, H i st, Walwort rer Hom Pet J 
London, Jan 28. Sol Heathfie' ld, 9 Lincoln’ raha aol, ys 
ae Albert, 16 Somers-pl, Cambridge-sq, Paddington, Physician. 
Jan 8, 5 cone, 9 30. Sols Ashurst, Son, & Morris, 6 @ Old 4 


Hallam, J James, Sneinton-st, Nottingham, Beer Seller. 

’. Jan 3. Sol Smith, Not Pet Jan9, Not- 

rrison, John Burrows, ester-st Birkenhead, Secretary 

wt erpo 1 Botan Insitute “ont NOV it. Chester, Jan tt 4 
arwood, m, Sheffield, us and Cab Phat, 

Led San 25 ol Fernel, Sheffield. Pet Dec 19, 
entiey, Thomas » Riegate, Surrey, Grocer. Pet Jan 1 + London, 
Jan 29. Sols Lawrance, Plews, & Boy er, Old waka 
- ~ = Trimm ean — 7 

Hudson, — a er. Pet Jan 3, rtlepool, 
ote sea, Whicldo ms mae 

H ‘ames, lon’s-grove, Stoke-upon-Trent, a 
8. Stoke-upon-Trent, Jan 25. ” Sol Teanant. Hanley. panther 5 

Hyde, Helena Anne, Tenbury, Worcestershire, Widow, Deale 
Goods. Pet J. Jan. 11. Tenbury, Jan 27. Sos Free & Poy, ee 

Jewell, Thomas William, Harwich, Surgeon on pala g Majesty's Ship 
Pembroke. Pet Jan 19, Lenem, dan 28, Poultry, 
for Abell & Brown ee — 

Kelland, John, entworth-st, Whitecha: l, Middlesex, Sa 
oe "Pet Jan 10. London, Jan 24, Sols Sole, Turner, b Tarecns Miao 


manbury. 
Lansdale, Samuel, 23 Cross-st, Blackfriars-rd, Surrey. Mi 
Jan 11. London, Jan 28, Sols Marshall & Son, rf = deyrane ond ™ 
Lowe, Daniel, Nochells, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. . 
Birmingham, Jan 27. Sols East & Parry, Birmingham. oy ae 
Hae, gg pe. a genta Truro, Commission Agent. Pet Jan9. Truro 
an 
Merrick, Joseph Deapesek: 102 Peascod-st, New Windsor, Berks, Watch- 
maker. Pet Jan8. Heading, Jun 23, Sol Phillips, Windsor’ 


ee: John, 13 Ki Bisho; 
a Da yore Pet Jan 7. a 
Pet Jan 8, Geto -enen-Preee el 25. a oleae ha 
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Fost, Senge, Feu Sal » Nottingham, Cordwainer. Pet Jan 10. Mot- 

tingham, 

Perry, Edward, Llangattock-Vibon-Avel, Monmonthshire, Clerk in Holy 
Orders. Pet Janil. Bristol, Jan 27. Sol Brittan, Bristol 

Perton, William, jun., 8 Bedford-ter, Church-st, Kensington, Middlesex, 
Plumber, Painter, and Glazier. Pet Jan 10. London, Jan 24. Sol 
Buchanan, 13 Basinghall-st. 

Pilbeam, James Langley, Troy-house, King-st, r, Draper. 


Rocheste: 
Jan 10. London, Jan 28. = Doyle, 2 Version biden, Gray’ ‘ae 
Agent for Morgan, Maidston 
Samuel, . Licensed Vic- 


Prescott, coe apeiier, Lincolnshire 
— Pet Jan 10. MO. Market Boos Rasen, Jan 24. Sol Brown and Son, 


janen Thomas, sen., Preseott Mili, Stattesden, near Cleobury Mortimer, 
Salop, Farmer. Pet Jan 10. Birmingham, Jan 27. Sol Duke, Bir- 
Purshonse, John, Mamble-sq, Sedgley, Staffordshire, Charter Master. Pet 
Jan 9. Lasamay Jan 23. Sol Walker, Wolverhampton. 
Roberts, James, thew gy "tpg Toxteth-pk, near Liverpool, Butcher. 
Pet Jan 10. Me Uearpede Jan 27. Sol » Liverpool. 
Rolfe, Thomas & James Rolfe, William-st, Slough, Bucks, Ilatters, Pet 
Jan 8. Windsor, Jan 23. Sol Voules, Windsor. 
William h-le-Marsh, Lincolnshire, Gardener. Pet Jan 
0. isby, Jan 24. Walker, Alford. 
Somercotes, Alfreton, Derbyshire, Butcher. Pet Jan 9. 
. Sol Neal, Matlock. 
H ine. Pet 3 10. Leeds, 


uddersfield, Doctor of Medic 
Jan 27. os eee Huddersfield, and Bond & Barwic 
Gardener. ery Londen, 


Jan 28. fol Bar aera Gaaen red Runnacles, Brighton 
an ‘Ow, st, a 
Smith, John, Starston, ; Derbyshire, Farmer. Pet Jan 10. 
"Ashborne, 1 Feb 7. Sol Holland, Ashborne. 
nee o'r ad toe, a , Carpenter. Pet Jan 9. Newport Pagnel, 
a Jet Horace Stebbing Roscoe, Crown-hill, y Sure. Literary Author, 
Pet Jan 9. London, Jan Sol. Atkinson, 65 Wa’ “st. 


30. 

ays ys Seaton, Cumberland, , Innkeeper. Pet Jan7. Cockermouth, 

Pi Rawerd, 130 Hi-st, Walworth, Surrey, Commercial Traveller. 
Pet Jan 9. London, Jan <* Sol Silvester, 18 Great Dover-st. 

Tennant, Thomas Webster, 27 Brunswick-erescent, Coldharbour-lane, 
py age Farnd Attorney's Clerk. Pet Jan7. London, Jan 30. 


Davis, 10 
» Ral — 10 lane, Eastcheap, and 5 Mercers-ct, Saint 
y-at- ill, Thames-st, London Tin Plate Worker. Pet Jan 13. 
» Jan 28. Sol Abbott, | Saint Mark-st, Great Prescott-st, 


London. 

Turner, Freeman, 7 High-st, Oxford, General Dealer. Pet Jan 8 (in 
forma , Jan 27, Sol Thompson, Oxford. 

i ee Henry, Wantage, Berks. Innkeeper. Pet. Wantage, Jan 21, 

ve, Newbury. 

Watson, Rev. Alexander, 28 Queen-sq, Bloomsbury, Middlesex, Clerk in 
Holy Orders. Pet Jan 11. Tandon, Jan 28. Sol Chidley, 25 Old 

Wharmby, George, Pool-lane, pepe Cheshire, Beer-house Keeper. Pet 

t. 


Jan 8, "Stockport, Jan o Sol Howard, 
Radcliffe, Lancashire, yt Pet Jan 11. 


Whittaker, Man- 
chester, Jan 27. Sol aon Manchester. 

wenn, David, Bush Inn, Doven, Lianslly, Innkeeper. Pet Jan 4. 
Lianelly, Jan 20. Sol Perkins, Lianelly. 


Wilson, William, Hoddesden, Hertfordshire, Harness Maker. Pet Jan 9. 
London, Jan 28. Sol Batchelor, { Guildhall-chambers, for Armstrong, 


Wilson, William, jun., & James Kaye, Mossley, Laneashire, Bobbin 
urners. Pet Jan. 10. Manchester, Jan 28. Sols Brooks, Marsha}l, & 
Brooks, Manchester. 
Woodward, Joseph, Adbaston and Chatcull, Staffordshire, Farmer. Pet 
Jan 6. Birmingham, Jan 27. Sols Stanley & Winstanley, Newcastle- 

under-Lyme, and James & Knight, Birmingham. 
Woollett, John, Bromley, Kent, Carpenter and Builder. Pet Jan9. Lon- 

don, Jan 30. Sol P ange 6 as sm ——. 

Yeoman, Thomas, Cove, Southampton, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 7. 
, Jan 28, Sal White, Gaitaford, Surrey. 


Farivar, Jan. 17, 1862. 
Andrew, Frederick, Manchester, Attorney. Pet Jan 15. 
dan 27. Sol Stead, Manchester. 
Applegate, John, Georgia —. Amport near Andover, Hants, Farmer. 
et Jan 14. London, Jan 29 .. Sol Cranch, 15 London-st. 
Bailey, Henry Jacob, 17 Paddington, Liverpool, 
Pet Jan 13, Liv , Jan 29, I chat 00 3 Liverpool. 
Bailey, John Burn, tenham, Printer, Bookseller, and ig Pet 
Jan 8. Bristol, ene 3 Sas Abbot, Laces .& Leonard, B “7 . 
t Jan 9. 


Bales. » Thomas, E; rmin Destroyer. 
rborough, Jan’ ty Sol Law, Stam: es 
Banke, John De, 246 Vauxhall-road, Liverpool, Licensed Victualler. Pet 


Manchester, 


Jit, + Liverpool, Jan 20. Sol Husband, 
. Worksop, Nottinghamshire, Stationer. Pet Jan 16. 

masa Jan a. Sol Clough, W: 
33 Sant-st, Hall, Burslem, Staffordshire, Floor Tile 


"Bes dam 15. Hanley, Feb 1. $ol Sutton, Burslem. 
eiath debe, Loot, Ironmonger. Pet Jan 14. Leeds, Feb 6. Sols 


Bashforth, 
G. A. & W. Emsley. 

Beasley, in; , and of Smethwick, Gun bel Pet 
Jan 16. Bi , Feb 3. Sols Hodgson & ‘Allen, 

Beaton, John Clarke, South Petherton, Somersetshire, Dealer ins Skins. 
dent 13. Exeter, Feb 5. Sol Floud, Exeter. 

Beckett, Horatio William, 76 Praed-st, Paddington, Middlesex, Wine Mer- 
= jay Jan 11 (in formé pauperis). London, Jan 29. Sol Holt, 

hi 


Scien 4 tis, 10 Saint Quintin’s-place, Drypool, Ringston-npon 
Zul, Ship Owner. Pet Jan 15. Kingston-upon-Hull, Jan 29. aol 


. Hull. 
sary. Emma, South-bank, yi by nee 7 seg pr PetJan 14. Lon- 
don, Feb 5. o- Nichole & Clark, Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s- 1 


Birmingham, W, 
ie Biwi, Feb 14. Sot Middiessa, Oomnantse 


Boyoe, William 





aod m+ a Pet Jan 10. London, Jaa 30. Sol Buchanan, 10 


notte Sehns Sunderland, Master Mariner. Pet Jan 10. Sunderland, 
28. Sol McRae, Sunderland. a 
Bulmer, Richard, Sydenham, Kent, Assistant at a School. Pet Jan 1s, 
London, Feb 4. Sol Medina, 14 St. Benet’ Gracechurch-st. 
Carr, Charles, West Sere Rees, Seas Ce Pet Jan 
14. Sheffield, Feb 7. Sol Turner, Sheffie 
Fekd, Means ees Dect. Pet Jan 13. Maa- 
chester, Jan 29. Sol Stead, Manchester. 
Cage. PRR, Sie ee Sees, cee Eatin, OS Cones, Pet Jem 
M4, som 2% Sol Mason, Yor! 
Cooper, eee a rv Earheumare Desir Pet Jan 16, 
el gson ng yo 
Common, tichenh, 10 Dasioras st West, Lambeth, Surrey. Pet Jan 7. London, 
ook, 27 Basinghall-st. 


, Derbyshire, Grocer. Pet Jan 14. Alfreton, | 


Davies, John, Trafford, Dealer. Pet Jan I. Chester, 
Jan 31. Sol Massey, 
Davies, John Thomas, Queen’s-rd, Brighton, Grocer. Pet Jan 14, Leadon, 


Harrison wis, 6 Ol ry. 
Davis, Thomas, King’s Bench-walk, Rushey-green, Lewisham, Kent. Pet 
Jan 10. London, Jan 28, Sol Drew, 4 New 
Dibben, Sounye Julian, Leicester. Jan 9. Leicester, Jan 23. Sol Spooner, 


Dickinson, Mies te Ernest-st, Hampstead-rd, Miidlesex, Commission 

Pet Jan _ = See Feb 5. Sol ny 64 a Jane. 

Dolman, Thomas, D mien Fork Wolyer- 
hampton, Feb 10. Sol alker, Woretoonhae 

Dooley, Luwrence, 77 High-st, Edge-hill, Liver, Master Mariner aad 
Ship Owner. Jan 14. Manchester, Feb | 

— James White, Terminus Hotel, St. Mary-st, Beer Retailer. Pet 

, Feb 3. Sol Ensor, Cardiff. 





Elston, George , 5 Livi Middlesex, ateh g 
Pet Jan ii. London, Jan 28. Sols & Sons, 214 Northamptone . 
sq, Clerkenwell. 


Erwood, William, Suffolk-pl, St. John’ eg Battersea-rise, ve 
Surrey, Fruiterer and Greengrocer, Pet Jan 15, London, Feb 4, 
Silvester, 18 Great Dover-st. 

Escott, Willii:n Robert, 26 Waterbeer-st, _—~ Painter and Glazier. 
Pet Jan 15. Exeter, Jan 29. Sol Barton, Exeter. 

Fish, James, Waterloo, Ashton-under-Lyne, Grocer, Pet Jan il, Mag- 
pepe Jan 27. Sols Sale, Worthington, Shipman, & Seddon, Manches- 


and Darnton, Ashton-under-Lyne. ‘ 
For: William, Leeds, Commercial Traveller. Pet Jan 15. Leeds, Jana. 
Sol Harle, Leeds. 
9 Thomas, Armitage, Staffordshire, Potter. Jani4. Birmingham,. 
eb 
Frost, ae Elliott, 27 King’s-road, Chelsea, Middlesex, Corn Merohant 
Pet Jan 14. London, Feb4. Sol Mead, 30 Sarre ~ James's. wah 


Gledhill, Heury, Bradford, Carriers’ Agent. Pet Jan 13, 

Gordan,. James, Gedney-hill, Lincolnshire, Cordwainer. Pet Jan ia. Hol- 
beach, Jan 25, Sol Percival, Spalding. 

Gough, Liewellyn Tyndale, Upton-upon-Severn, Worcestershire, Pet Jam 
4. Upton-upon-Severn, Feb 1. Sol Walker, Upton-upon-Severm. 

Griffiths, David, Red Lion Inn. Castle-st, Glebeland, Merthyr Ty@fil. Inne 
keeper. Pet Jan 13. Merthyr Tydfil, Jan 31. Sol Forwood, Merthyr 


Tydfil. 

Hail, Richard, Ivy-st, Somers-rd, Southsea, Hampshire, Beker. Pet. 
Jan ji. Portsmouth, Feb. 3. Sol Paffard, jun, Portsea, 

Hammond, George, Great Brickhile, Buckinghamshire, Farmer. Pet 
Jan 14. London, Jan 28. Sol Child, 11 Old Jewry-cham 

Hart, Henry Winter, 17 Denbigh-st, Pimlico, Middlesex, 
Clerk. Pet Jan 15 (in oe. Seapeah. London, Feb 4, 
Son, Bevois-ct, Basin 


Fenton & 


Hartill, John, Bilston, Stoffordshire, Coal Dealer and Grocer, Wolver- 
hampton, Feb 10. Sol Walker, Wolverhampton. 

Hastings, Charles, 49 Clerkenwell-close, Clerkenwell, Cabinet 
Maker. Pet Jan 11 (in forma pauperis). London, J Sol Holt, 


Quality-ct. 
Highley, Hes » Henry, Megnyood, neat Leeds, Journeyman Currier. Pet Jan 1b. 


is, Feb 
Hill, Samuel, eaeatee, Lincolnshire, Boot and Shoe Maker. Pet 


un il, Horncastle, Ja 25 Sol Walher, Alford. 
‘odgson, Charles, estmoreland-te: pig pe Bost- 
aor = Com “4 Pet Jan 8. emoreland ter, oe Feb 13, 
underla 
Hodson, Charles, Stoke-upon-Trent, Journeyman Baker. 
ait fue Beeston peat coe 
. » 25 st Ni ‘orth, 
Smith. Pet Jan 13. Birmingham, Feb 14. “ 
iti John, 195 High-st, Deritend, yr m Jen 
14. Birmingtiom, Feb 14. Sol Foster, 
Inder, Simeon, St Mary-st, Southam ae eee Vera “et dan, 


thampton, Feb 3. Sol Mackey, Southampton. 
Ireland, Thomas, Crown Inn, Little Bridges-st, Covent-garden, 
Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 13. London, Jan 28, var ny , oT 
Fountain-ct, Strand. 
J . John, Laws-st, Pembroke Dock, Baker. Pet Jan 13. Pembroke, 
Feb 3, Sol Parry, Pembroke Dock. i 
Joslin, Joseph, Keivedon, Essex, Tailor and Draper. Pet Jan 13,  Col- 
chester, Feb |. Sol Jones, Colchester. 


Julian, Henry, Clarence-sq, Mag Ew pe becom 
“ = - 15. Kouineet S edd eee 
y ward, Erdington, W. 
Paper Hanger ( & Yeomans). an eee 1s ’ Sinmiaghame Reb. 
Sols East & Parry, ; 
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Kemp, John George, 5 Edward-pl, Phillip-st, Kingsland-rd, Middlesex, 
Mahogany and Timber Merchant. Pet Jan 15. London, Feb4. Sol 
Angell, 23 King-st, Guildhall. 

Kennett, John George, Freshwater, Isle of Wight, Builder. Pet Jan 13. 
Newport, Jan 27. Sol Joyce, Newport. 

Lake, Thomas Parminter, Stoke Rivers, Devonshire, Farmer. Pet Jan7. 
Barnstaple, Jan 22. Sol Bencraft, Barnstaple. : 

Laroche, Martin, 65 Oxford-st, Middlesex, Photographic Artist. Pet Jan 
15. London, Jan 30. Sol St. Aubyn, 38 Moorgate-st. 

Lewis, Edward, 91 Queen-st, Tredegar, Monmouthshire, Boot and Shoe 
Maker. PetJan13. Tredegar, Feb 3. Sol Wilcocks, Cardiff. 

Lewis, William Bowie, Houndsdown, Hants, Yeoman. Pet Jan 15. 
London, Feb 4. Sol Westall, 3 South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Lilley, John, Upton-upon-Severn, Baker. Pet Jan 6. Upton-upon-Severn, 
Feb. 1. Sol Wilson, Worcester. 

Linden, Henry, 29 Richard-st, Liverpool-rd, Islington, Middlesex, Painter. 
Pet Jan 16. London, Feb. 4. Sol Hill, 10 Basinghall-st. 

Lowe, Rhoda, Widew, Catherine Cross, Darlaston, Staffordshire, School- 
mistress. Pet. Walsal, Jan 28. Sol Slater, Darlaston. 

Loweth, John Seaton, Stamford, Publican, Pet Jan 13. Stamford, Jan 
27. Sol Law, Stamford. 

Macrow, Thomas Christmas, 10 & 11 Marlborough-rd, Chelsea, Middlesex. 
Grocer. Pet Jan 14. London, Feb6. Sol Reed, 1 Guildhall-chambers. 

Malcolm, James Drysdale, 4 Ampthill-pl, Vassall-rd, Brixton, Surrey, 
Lecturer. Pet Jan 13. London, Jan 28. Sol Temple, 21, Duke-st, 
Manchester-sq. “ 

Marshall, Charles, 41, Union-st, iy oer Bookseller. PetJani3. East 
Stonehouse, Feb 29. Sols Beer & Rundle, Devonport. 

Martin, Christopher, 21 Gresham-ter, Pownall-rd, Queen’s-rd, Dalston, 
Middlesex, Assistant to an Auctioneer. Pet Jan 11. London, Feb 6. 
Sol Holt, Quality-ct. 

Mead, Mary, Whepstead, Suffolk. Pet Jan 13. Bury St. Edmunds, Jan 27. 
Sol Salmon, Bury St. Edmunds. 

Messom, Samuel, Nottingham, Builder. Jan 16. Nottingham, Feb 6. 

Michaels, Abraham, 30 Hollywell-st, Westminster. Pet Jan11. London, 
Jan 28. Sol Padmore, 27 Bridge-rd, Lambeth. 

Michell, Alfred, Sowerby Bridge, Yorkshire, Officer of Inland Revenue. 
Pet Jan 14. Halifax, Jan 31: Sol Holroyde, Halifax. 

Moon, Clement, 3 South-st, Berkeley-sq, Middlesex, Dairyman. Pet Jan 
13. London, Feb 4. Sol Plimsau!, 7 South-sq, Gray’s-inn, 

Page, John, St. George’s-square, Droitwich, Grocer. Pet Jan7. Droit- 
wich, Feb 3. Sol Duke, Birmingham. 

Parkinson, William, Blackburn, Cotton Manufacturer. Pet Janl4. Man- 
chester, Jan 29. Sol Boote, Manchester. 

Pegg, Joseph, 20 Mealcheapen-st, Worcester, Bcokseller. Pet Jan 8. 
Worcester, Feb 5. Sol Corles, Worcester. 

Porter, James Francis, 38 Humber Dock Walls, Kingston-upon-Hull, 
Se Pet Jan 15. Kingston-upon-Hull, Jan 31. Sols Eaton 

> 

Poulton, Henry, 6 Edward-st, Arthur’s-hill, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jour- 

Kid Leather Finisher. Pet Jan7. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Feb 
13. Sol Joel, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Powell, Henry, 13 Fox-place, Sandy-hill, Plumstead, Kent, Plumber, Pet 
Jan 9. London, Jan 28. Sol Buchanan, 13 Basinghall-street. 

Prescott, Thomas, Smethwick, Staffordshire, Glass Maker’s Foreman. Pet 
Jan. 16. Birmingham, Jan 29. Sols James & Knight, Birmingham. 

Ramsden, William, 40 Woolshops, Halifax, Journeyman Butcher. Pet 
Jan 14. Halifax, Jan 31. Sols Wavell, Philbrick, & Foster, Halifax. 

Randelsome, George King (commonly known as George King), Reedham, 
near Acle, Norfolk, Beast and Sheep Salesman. Pet Jan 13. London, 
Jan 28. Sols Nichols & Clark, 9 Crook’s-court, Lincoln’s-inn. 

Rickards, John Laurie, 28 Parliament-street, Westminster, Engineer. 
Pet Dec 30. London, Jan 28. Sols Ashurst, Son, & Morris, 6 Old Jewry. 

Ridyard, a Staffordshire, Vitriol Manufacturer. Jan 14. 

am, Feb 3. 

Rigby, John, Gardener’s Arms, Kenworthy-st, Staleybridge, Beerseller. 
Pet Jan 16. Ashton-under-Lyne, Jan 30. Sol Gardener, Manchester. 
Rigg, John, Outgate, Hawkshead, Lancashire, Clogger. Pet Jan 11. 

Ambleside, Jan 29. Sol Heelis, Hawkshead. 

Rogers, Edward, & Broughton Jones, Llangollen, Denbighshire, Plumbers. 

- a ng hed worn ce 7 Soe Richards, Llangollen. 
osling, Henry, Langt: ncol re. Pet Jan 14, . 
Sol Law, Stamford. » hanmeaomits 

=. Teed 10 i. ee a St. Peter. Cambridge- 

. monger t er. Pet 21. Wisbeach 

a Ohiard, Upwell. — 
emelt, George Frederick, Liverpool, Spirit Broker. Pet Jan 15. Liver- 
pool, Jan 29, Sol Etty, Liverpool. ¥ 

Simpson, John, 77 High-st, Edge-hill, Liverpool, Coal Dealer. Jan 14. 

Sivier, aie Ryde. Pet J Lond 

A » jun., e. jan 14, on, Jan 28. 
18 Great Dover-st. ‘ a ata a 

Smith, Henry, 3 Layham-pl, South Lambeth New-rd, South Lambeth, 
Surrey, Bricklayer and Builder. Pet Jan 16. London, Feb 5. Sol 

Fame 32 King William-st. 

, William, Spout-st, Leek, Staffordshire, Householder. Pet J 5 
Leek, Jan 28. Sol Challinor, Leek. : ot 

Soffe, John, Fritham, Hants, Farmer. Pet Jan 14. London, Feb 4. Sols 
Paterson & Son, 7 Bouverie-st, London, and Mackey, Southampton, 

Sprange, Henry Napoleon, and Joseph Edward Meugens, 60 Commercial 
Sale Room, Mincing-lane, London, Colvnial and Insurance Brokers. Pet 
Jan 6. London, Feb 4. Sols Ellis, Parker, & Clarke, 2 Cowper’s-ct, 


Stansfeld, James, Edmonton, Middlesex, Baker. Pet Jan 13. 
Jan29. Sols Lawrance & Co., 12 Bread-st, Cheapside. awe 
Middlesex anne ip bm idan 1 “on mie bee 
. . ‘et Jan Is, » - 
rison & Lewis, 6 Old Jewry. re 
Stevens, John, Bourn, Lincolnshire. Pet Jan 14. 
Law, Stamford. 
Stoddart, Thomas Johnson, 61° Gi ti 
Builder. PetJan7. Newcastle, Feb 13. 


Bourn, Jan 29. Sol 


rd. Ni Je-upon-Tyne. 
Sol Joel, Newcastle-upon- 





'yne. 
Sturgess, William, Billesdon, Leicestershire, Farrier. 
Tavioe Ma a oa a Hoxby, Leicester, 
» Maurice, jun, Weston-Super-Mare, Innkeeper and Builder. Pet 
Jan 9. Bristol, Jan 28, Sols Chappfan, Weston-Super-Mare, and ‘I 


Pet Jan 14. Bir- 


nerry, cut 





Tebbs, John, Fengate, Peterborough, Farmer. Pet Janl4. Jan 30, Sols 
Burt, Gray’s-inn, and Taylor, Peterborough. 

Tetley, William, Trafalgar-st, Bradford, Woolsorter. Pet Jan 14. Brad- 
ford, Jan 30. Sol Harle, Bradford. 

Thomas, Alfred, Upper Norwood, Surrey. Pet Jan 15. London, Feb 6, 
Sol Elmslie, I umbard-st. 

Thompson, James, 7 Little Windmill-st. St. James’s, Westminster, Middle- 
sex, Greengrocer. Pet Jan 14 (in form& pauperis). London, Feb. 5, 


Sol Fenton, Basinghall-st. 
fford-st, Wolverhampton, Retail Brewer. Pet 


Tunney, John, 21 & 22 Pp 
Feb 10. Sol Ward, Wolverhampton, 

Valens, Alfred, 80 Leader-st, Chelsea, Middlesex, Grocer. Pet Jan 14. 
London, Feb 6. Sol Smith, 15 Wilmington-sq. 

Vant, Christopher, 33 Assembly-row, Mile End-rd, Middlesex, Tailor. Pet 
Jan 15. London, Feb 5. Sol Baylis, 30 ne 

Ward, John, Nottingham, Fruiterer. Jan 16. Nottingham, Feb 6. 

Watts, Charles, 37 Dorset-st, Portman-sq, Middlesex, Dairyman. Pet 
Jan 11. London, Jan 30. Sol Nash, 12 Haberdasher-place East, 


Hoxton. ~ 
Weedon, Charles, New-inn-yard, Townsend-road, Portland Town, Middle~ —— 
sex, Job Master. Pet Jan 13. London, Jan 28, Sol Hill, 10 Basing- 


hall-st. 

West, Edwin, Netley-road, Woolston, Baker. Pet Jan13. Southampton, 
Feb 3. Sol Mackay, Southampton. 

Westacott, Betsey, & Sally Westacott, Barnstaple, Devonshire, Milliners. 
Pet Jan 4. Barnstaple, Jan 29. Sol Bencraft, Barnstaple. 

Wheeler, Charles Henry, 14 Blandford Mews, Blandford-sq, Marylebone, 
Middlesex, Butcher and Cab Proprietor. Pet Jan 13. London, Jan 30. — 
Sol Wells, 47 Moorgate-st. F 

Wootton, Daniel, Chilton, near Ramsgate. Pet Jan 14. London, Feb 4. 
Sols Linklaters & Hackwood, 7 Walbrook. 

Wright, William, Burnley, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Dec. 19. Burnley, 
Jan 30. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
TuEsDAY, Jan. 14, 1862, 
Hare, Francis John, Ember-cottage, ~ es Ditton, Surrey, Clerk in the 


Commander-in- 8 . Jan 10. 
Ingram, James George, 198 Tottenham-ct-rd, Middlesex, Woolen Draper. 


Jan 9, 
Fripay, Jan. 17, 1862. 


Smith, Charles Henry, Brougham Cottage, Barton-upon-Irwell, near 
Manchester, Commission Agent. ‘Jan 15. 
Smith, William Thompson, & Samuel Cannon, Melbourne, Merchants, 
0. 











DVERTISEMENTS for HEIRS, NEXT OF 
KIN, LEGATEES, &c. (for above One Hundred Years to the — 
resent time), are regularly red by SAMUEL DEACON, GENE-~ 
RAL ADVERTISING AGENT, PUBLIC NEWS ROOMS, 154, LEADEN- 
HALL-STREET, LONDON. Removed from 3, Walbrook.—Established 
1822. Charge for Search, 2s. 6d.; and if the Advertisement is found, a 
correct copy, with reference and date, may be had, agreeably to the fol- 
lowing charge:— 
If advertised within 3 yrs, £1 0 0 | If advertised above 10 yrs. £3 0 0 
” above 3 yrs. 200 Po above 20 yrs. 400 
2s, 8d. must be remitted in postage stamps from the Country. Wilis 
inspected at Doctors’ Commons. The Unclaimed Dividend Books may be 
seen, on payment of One Shilling. 
Oxpers and ADVERT'SEMENTS received for THE GAzeTTE, and every 
London, Provincial, Colonial, and Foreign Newspaper, &c.—The 
Papers, and those from every County, are regularly received and filed; 
also Melbourne, Sydney, Adelaide, New York, Canada, Cape, Ceylon, East 
and West India, French, German, &c. 





LAW LIFE ASSURANCE OFFICE, FLEET STREET, 
London, 2nd January, 1862. 


OTICE is HEREBY GIVEN that a GENERAL 
MEETING of the PROPRIETORS of the LAW LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY, will be held at the Society’s Office, Fleet-street, London, on 
Saturday, the first day of February next, at twelve o’clock at noon pre- 
cisely, pursuant to the provisions of the Society’s Deed of Settlement, for 
the purpose of receiving the Auditor’s Annual of the Accounts of 
the Society up to the 3lst of December last, to two trustees in the 
room of the Right Hon. Lord Campbell deceased, and the Right Hon. 
Lord Abinger deceased, to elect a director in the room of Benjamin Aus- 
tin, Esq., deceased, and for general purposes. 
The director to be chosen in the room of Benjamin Austen, Esq., dex 
ceased, will remain in office until the 24th day of June, 1865. 
By order of the Directors, 
WILLIAM SAMUEL DOWNES, Actuary. 


| one MUTUAL INVESTMENT, LOAN 
and DISCOUNT COMPANY (Limited), ; 
17, NEW BRIDGE-STREET, BLACKFRIARS, LONDON, E.C. 
Capital, £200,000, in 20,000 shares of £10each. £3 per share paid. 





CHAIRMAN. 
METCALF HOPGOOD, Esq., Bishopsgate-street. 
SoxicrTors. 
Messrs. PATTESON & COBBOLD, 3, Bedford-row. 


ManaGeRr. 
CHARLESJAMES THICKE, Esq.,17, New Bridge-street. 

INVESTMENTS.—The present rate of interest on money deposited 
with the Company for fixed periods, or subject to an agreed notice of with- 
drawal, is 5 per cent. : 

LOANS.—Advances are made, in sums from £50 to £1,000, upon ap- 
proved personal and other security, repayable by easy instalments, 6x 
tending over any period not exceeding 10 years. : 

Applications for the new issue of Shares may be made to the Secretary 
of whom Prospectuses, the last Annual rt, and every informationcaa 
be obtained. , J kK. JACKSON, Secretary. 








